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GENERAL HEADINGS, 


CURRENT TOPICS 77 NEW ORDERS, &C......csccccccveces 186 
AN ARCHAISM IN ‘ j SOCIETIES 
MURDER 
APPORTIONMENT OF RENT UNDER THE SUPER-TAX AND PERSONAL ALLOW- 
INCREASE OF RENT ACT, 1920 ... - 
REVIEWS LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL 
Books OF THE WEEK OBITUARY , 
CORRESPONDENCE 
THE DISCIPLINE COMMITTEE 
IN PARLIAMENT 


Cases Reported this Week. 
Commonwealth Shipping Representative v. Peninsular 
and Oriental Branch Service ee oe oe 
In re Coal Mines Control Agreement (Confirmation) Act, 
1918: The Lambton and Hetton Collieries, Limited 
v. The Secretary for the Mines Department of the 
soard of Trade and the Attorney-General 
Marchbank v. Campbell 
Parkinson v. Noel 
Sweet v. Williams 
Current Topics. 
The League of Nations. 

Viscount Grey presided on Tuesday at a demonstration in 
the Queen’s Hall, London, in support of international peace and 
goodwill. It may be possible, at this season of the Nativity, to say 
with some approach to the truth 

**Nor war, or battle’s sound 

Was heard the world around.”’ 
But the problem how to perpetuate this lull in the strife of 
nations, and substitute the reign of Law for the reign of Force, is 
still only in process of being solved. “‘ Si vis pacem, para 
bellum ’’ was the old motto, but, as Lord Grey said, the moral 
of the last great war, and the state of Europe before it, is that 
great armaments do not prevent war; and whether Europe 
recovers from the last war or not, it is certain that if there is 
such a war again, civilization will not recover from it. The only 
substantial hope is in the League of Nations, supported by the 
powerful pressure of public opinion. That opinion, no doubt, 
exists here and elsewhere, but it should be universal. It is a 
commonplace now that the Covenant of the League is the only 
good thing that came out of the Peace Conference at Paris, and 
Mr. Wison’s justification for giving up so much is that he saw 
in this yielding the only hope of saving the Covenant—a view which 
has been strongly attacked by his Secretary and colleague at the 
Conference, Mr. Lanstne, but which perhaps history will 
confirm. 


As Others See Us. 

THE Report of the Annual Meeting of the American Bar 
Association at San Francisco last August which, as we noticed 
last week, has just been received, contains much interesting 
matter on which we hope to comment hereafter ; in particular, 
it contains the full text of Lord SHaw’s memorable address 
on ‘“‘ The Widening Range of Law,’ which was to a certain 
extent reported in the press here at the time, including, we 
believe, the somewhat mystical utterance “ Do let us bear in 
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mind the correlations of things. If the correlations of things be 
truly grasped, then the very secret of justice has been unveiled.” 
But the correlations of things—in brief, right and its correlative, 
duty ; liberty and its correlative, order ; and over all, reason and 
the arbitrament of justice—we must for the present leave with 
the rest of the report. What we now wish to call attention to 
is the very interesting address of Chief Justice Tart in which 
he gave an account of his visit to this country last summer. 
His object was to study the reform of English procedure as 
a guide in the task—even more difficult it would seem—of 
reforming American civil procedure. For this purpose he 
appears to have made a careful study of the fusion of the juris- 
dictions in law and equity which was effected by the Judicature 
Acts, and the means for continuing the simplification in practice 
he found in the powers of the Rule Committee. And he watched 
the actual course of procedure in those recesses of the Royal 
Courts of Justice where, it may be, the law is really administered : 
“TI sat with Sir Wittes Currry, the learned, and most effective 
Head Master of the King’s Bench, and saw the solicitors and sometimes 
the barristers, come before him to shape up the issues, the pleadings 
and the directions for trial. He knocked the heads of the parties 
together so that a clear issue between them was quickly reached.”’ 
A picturesque, and no doubt sufficiently true, account of the 
procedure in K.B. chambers. We do not know whether the 
Chief Justice visited any of the Chancery Chambers, but if 
he did he saw equally efficient administration of justice, and 
often in matters of greater complication than arise at common 
law. It has always been to us a pleasing experience to have the 
opportunity of seeing the Masters in the Chancery Division at 
their work. 


Doctors and the Law. 

AT THE RECENT annual dinner of the Medico-Legal Society, as 
reported in the Press, Lord Russe.. drew attention to the two 
problems which at present face judges in their dealings with the 
medical profession. The first concerns the conflict between 
professional secrecy and the obligation of medical witnesses to 
disclose the confidences of their patients when required in a court 
of law ; this has for some years been a burning question, on which 
the General Medical Council has frequently expressed opinions 
referred to in these columns. There seems really no objection to 
the demand of the doctors, and, by the way, of priests as well, 
that they should be accorded the same professional privileges as 
regards the secrets of clients as is now possessed by barristers 
and solicitors. The supposed hindrances to justice, were such a 
privilege conceded, ought equally to arise in the case of lawyers ; 
but in practice these obstacles to the ascertainment of truth 
never seem to worry any court. We fancy that they are very 
much exaggerated, and that no social mischief would result 
from the concession demanded. The second matter in dispute is 
far more difficult as well as far more momentous, namely, the 
position of medical expert witnesses required to give an opinion 
as to the sanity of a person whose mental state is before the court. 
Here, medical men have spent half-a-century in patiently accumu- 
lating knowledge by the only methods which have any value, 
namely, disinterested, thorough, and verified research, by 
experiment and observation. The result is that an immense deal 
is now known about the human mind in diseaseof which laymen, 
including learned judges, are necessarily ignorant. Yet doctors 
are habitually, as Sir James FirzJaMEs STEPHEN complained 
fifty years ago in the chapter on “ Criminal Responsibility ” in 
his ‘‘ Criminal Law,” exposed to contemptuous comment by the 
less enlightened members of the bench when they explain in 
court the best accepted commonplacesof psychological science— 
merely because these well verified truths happen to conflict with 
the popular prejudices and superstitutions of the ignorant, and 
with rules laid down nearly eighty years ago in Macnaghten’s 
Case by a bench whose members had no special claims to be 
acquainted with the expert psycho-pathology even of that date. 
Ne sutor ultra crepidam surely forbids the claim of lawyers to 
rule in a department of science of which they have no expert 
knowledge. 





Simplified Income Tax Forms. 


It HAS BEEN announced that a Committee is to be appointed 
to consider the simplification of income taxforms. The subject 
was discussed before the Income Tax Commission. Varioys 
witnesses, including Mr. Roger N. Carter, who submitted g 
proposed new form, pressed for a change, and evidence in answer 
was given by Mr. E. R. Harrison, Assistant Secretary to the 
Board of Inland Revenue. Mr. Carrer’s form is printed at 
p. 1237 of the Minutes of Evidence (Sixth Instalment), and 
Mr. HaRRIsON’s comments on it are at p. 1225. It consists 
of a list of the various items of income which a return under 
Schedule D can include, with a space opposite for the figures tobe 
filled in, these consisting of the statutory average, after making 
the authorized deductions for expenses ; and there is appended 
to the form a set of rules for calculating profits. Mr. Harrisoy’s 
criticism was too detailed to be dealt with here, but in effect it 
was a rejection of the form as omitting information and directions 
on which the public are accustomed to rely. And he did not agree 
with the suggestion made by other witnesses that the necessary 
notes and instructions should be given in a separate official 
publication, though his reasons against it are not easy to follow. 


The Practical Simplification. 

THE ComMISSION in their report (p. 93), said they could not 
ignore the argument that the complexity of the form was largely 
due to the fact that we live in a complicated world—a not very 
helpful remark, for there need be no complication in expressing 
the actual figures of income; and they considered that for the 
completion of the form a great deal of detailed instruction was 
necessary for the guidance of the ordinary taxpayer. . They did, 
however, consider that the amount of matter now printed on the 
form is excessive, and,in opposition to the official view, they 
considered the best course would be to issue at a small price an 
official handbook of instructions, couched in fairly simple language. 
“In this pamphlet each of the main classes of income should be 
dealt with separately, and wherever possible all principles should 
be illustrated by examples.” This is a recommendation which 
the Inland Revenue might very well have followed, for the 
necessary information ought to be readily accessible to the public. 
Indeed, the pamphlet should be available free of charge for every 
person who has to make a return. But the actual assessment 
paper should be a mere table of heads of income, allowable 
deductions, and amounts claimed by way of exemption or relief, 
so as to show the taxpayer's resultant calculation of the amout 
on which he has to be assessed and the tax which he is liable to 
pay. A tabular statement prepared in this form would be 
perfectly simple, and would, without express directions, show the 
taxpayer what items he has to supply, both for gross income, for 
deduction, and for claims to relief or abatement. But to preserve 
its simplicity, and make it a good working form, it must be free 
from all directions. Any person who requires them would find 
them in the handbook. These should no more be placed on the 
form than references to the Sale of Goods Act are placed ons 
tradesman’s bill. Such a form also would reduce the work of the 
officials, since they would only have to check calculations which 
they now make themselves. And it would avoid many of the 
inquiries which are now made as to the figures of returns. As 
long as the average system continues, the form should show the 
figures for the three years and the computation of the averages 
Super-tax will, of course, be merged in income tax, and every 
taxpayer will have to return his total income, showing on which 
items tax has been deducted at the source. On the above lines 
the income tax form would be a document easy for the taxpaye 
to fill up and easy for the officials to use. But it must be free 
from notes and directions. 


Income Tax on Discounts. 

In REFERENCE TO Mr. C. F. Boorn’s letter on this subjet 
(ante, p. 122) we agree that we were mistaken in thinking that 
the result in Brown’s Case, 1921, 2 A.C. 222, is excluded by 
para. (2) of the new Rule 2 for Case III of Sched. D. introduced by 
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s. 17 of this year’s Finance Act, and we are obliged for his 
correction. We assumed too readily that the draftsman intended 
to overrule Brown’s Case directly, and since we did not find that 
he had done this in para. (1) of the section, we thought the result 
might be attributed to para. (2). But in fact, as Mr. Boor points 
out, the principle of Brown’s Case is unaffected, and all that the 
section does is to introduce a special rule for the year when the 
income first arises. Thus, take a series of years, 1, 2, 3 and 4, 
the income first arising in year 1, and there being no income in 
year 4. Formerly when the assessment was always on the 
previous year’s income, the assessment for year 1 was nothing, 
for 2 on the income of 1], for 3 on 2, and for 4 it should have been 
on 3. Thus for three productive years the Revenue would get 
three years’ tax. But Brown’s Case struck out the tax on year 4, 
since there could, it was held, be no tax for that year unless the 
income was continued; so that the taxpayer escaped both 
years 1 and 4 and paid only on 2 and 3. As the then Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said, in effect, in his Budget Speech (1st May, 
Hansard, Vol. 153, p. 1032) the Exchequer was bound to lose 
income tax for one year out of any period of years for which the 
income—.e., interest or discounts—arose. Now s. 17 alters this 
by charging the tax in year 1 on the profits of year 1, but leaving 
all the rest, Brown’s Case included, unchanged ; so that year 2 
is charged on 1, year 3 on 2, and then year 4, when there are no 
profits, is not charged on the profits of year 3, but escapes. Thus 
three income-producing years give three years’ tax, the income 
of year 1 being taken as the basis of charge twice. We hope this 
will be found correct. But why the draftsman did not apply the 
same method to each year, and charge each year on the income of 
that year, we do not know. This would have been simpler and 
would have been as easy for subsequent years as for the first. 
Mr. Boor points out that where the income arose before 5th 
April, 1922, the taxpayer will still get the benefit of Brown’s 
Case, and this seems to be so, a result which would have 
ben avoided if the draftsman had adopted the method we have 
sliggested. ° 


Husband’s Liability for Wife’s Misrepresentations. 


IN AN ARTICLE last week we discussed the new peril to the 
estates of husbands which arises out of the recent discovery by 
creditors and their solicitors that a husband, although not liable 
for his wife’s unauthorized and unnecessary debts, can in certain 
tases be indirectly made liable owing to the fact that he is liable 
for her torts, and that common law “ deceit” is a tort. In 
McNeall v. Hawes (Times, 14th inst.), Mr. Justice Lusn has 
just had occasion to apply this rule in a typical case, which illus- 
trates the hardship of the principle, although the actual amount 
in question was not large. Here the plaintiff had insured his 
life and demanded the return of his policy, which was detained 
by the defendant. The latter had received it from the paintiff’s 
wife, without his knowledge or assent, as security for a loan made 
to herself by the defendant, likewise without her husband’s 
knowledge or assent. The defendant counter-claimed against 
the husband for damages, amounting to £87, which he had suffered 
4% the result of the wife’s fraudulent representation to him. It 
was common ground that the wife had handed over the policy 
and had signed her husband’s name to an assignment purporting 
0 transfer it to the defendant without his authority. The only 
dispute was as to whether she did this fraudulently, as the judge 
held, or innocently, under the belief that husband and wife are 
tntitled to sign each other’s name—the too ingenious plea 
advanced on her behalf by counsel. Having found that the wife 
had injured the defendant by a fraud, the judge held that this 

aud was an independent tort, not one inseparably bound up 
with the contract of loan, and that, therefore, the husband was 
liable on the well-known principle of Earle v. Kingscote, 1900, 
20h. 585. The practical difficulty, of course, consists in 

ing accurately the boundary line between independent 
8 and those which induce the victim to enter into a contract, 
ind here the learned judge naturally found very great difficulty 
deciding upon which side of the border the facts set out above 





must be deemed to range themselves. The difference between 
these facts and those in Edwards v. Porter (Times, 12th inst.), 
on which we commented last week, is not very great. But the 
difference is great enough to make the husband liable in the 
former, though not in the latter, of these cases. 


War and Marine Risks. 


THE LENGTHY CATALOGUE of decisions distinguishing in the 
case of any sea-peril occurring during the years of war, whether 
it is a “ war” risk or a “ marine” risk, seems not even yet to 
have come to an end; the latest case is that of Commonwealth 
Shipping Representative v. Peninsular and Oriental Branch Service 
(reported elsewhere), which the House of Lords decided at the 
end of last week. The decisions of Mr. Justice BAILHACHE and 
the Court of Appeal, 1922, 1 K.B. 706, were affirmed by the House. 
We need hardly remind our readers that in all these cases the 
Crown, in the case of the Dominion Government of Australia, is 
liable for “war ” risks, in accordance with a spent war arrange- 
ment, and the underwriters for “ marine” risk. The usual 
trouble is that the actual peril which occasions the loss is both, 
and the question arises which of the two is the causa proxima. 
Here a collision between two transports carrying war material 
occurred, while they were steaming, under Admiralty orders, 
without lights in order to avoid submarines ; neither party was 
guilty of any negligence. The House held that such a collision 
must be regarded as part of the chain of consequences arising 
naturally out of the necessities of “ warlike operations,” and 
that, therefore, these operations were the causa proxima of the 
loss. It follows that itis a‘‘war” risk. There is a very similar 
case decided the other way, namely, The Matiana, 1921, 1 A.C. 
99; but there the vessel was carrying cotton to be made into 
Government uniforms, whereas in this case the transport was 
actually carrying military stores. The distinction is fine, but 
obviously fine distinctions must exist in such cases. 


Women Barristers and the Circuits. 


Now THAT A number of women have been called to the Bar the 
various Circuit and Sessions Messes are faced with the problem 
of their admission to these closed Bars. This is not so simple a 
matter as the outside public might imagine, since there are 
privacies of mess life which render it inconvenient to mix the 
sexes. On the other hand, it is obviously not equitable to exclude 
women altogether from the opportunities of gaining experience 
thus afforded to the Common Law Bar, and no one has proposed 
to do so. Various circuits and sessions are adopting slightly 
different p: =, but the general scheme seems to be the admission 
of women to full rights of membership, but without the right to 
attend mess, and consequently without any subscription or a 
reduced subscription. In this way women receive all the usual 
benefits as regards notice of sittings, postal arrangements, attend- 
ance in court, court briefs, admission to the poor persons’ 
defence list, and the like; while the seclusion of the masculine 
mess is preserved. Women, of course, can form a mess of their 
own and adopt a Bar hotel of their own in each circuit town ; 
although, except perhaps on the Home Circuit, their numbers 
are not likely to justify such a plan in the near future, 
On the whole, the proposed compromise—which falls to be 
considered by most Bars at an early date—seems fair 
and liberal. 


M. Jean Monnet resigned his position as Deputy Secretary-Genera 
of the League of Nations on Wednesday. At the outbreak of war M. 
Monnet, who is now thirty-four, was in business. In 1916 he was sent 
to London under the direction of M. Clémentel, to negotiate a series of - 
agreements dealing with shipping and food, destined to counteract the 
effects of the German submarine campaigr. M. Monnet was appointed 
Deputy Secretary-General of the League in July, 1919, and it is largely 
due to his organising powers that so many technica] sections dealing with 
questions of hygiene, finance, economics, transport, and communications, 
&c., have been developed side by side with the actual work of the prevention 
of war. 
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An Archaism inthe Law of Murder. 


In the recent case of Rex v. Simmons, Times, 18th inst., 
the Court of Criminal Appeal has definitely re-affirmed a very 
archaic and inequitable subtlety in our law of murder, which 
many people supposed to have grown obsolete, and which 
Mr. Justice Lusi in two recent cases had definitely declined to 
accept as sound. We refer to the highly artificial rule in accord- 
ance with which, if A and B conspire to commit suicide together, 
and A dies while B survives in the process of joint suicide, then 
A is guilty of self-murder, and Bb is guilty of murdering A on 
the ground, either (1) that B was an “accessory before the fact ”’ 
to A’s self-murder, or else (2) that B ‘“‘ aided and abbetted ” 
in committing self-murder, or else (3) that B was a principal, 
present on the spot, using A as an agent or instrument to murder 
A’s own self. In other words, B is technically a murderer of 
A, either as (1) an accessory before the fact, or (2) a principal 
in the second degree, or (3) a principal in the first degree. It 
is far from clear from the text-books, or the decided cases, or 
even the judgment delivered in Rex v. Simmons, supra, by 
the Lord Chief Justice, which of these three grounds is the 
real foundation of the rule. In fact, it is possible that, in different 
sets of circumstances, each of these principles might be relied 
on by the Crown ; in practice, all three tend to be present together. 
Sut the rule itself, unless obsolete, must be admitted to have 
existed and still to exist in our common law. 

Now in Rex v. Simmons the facts were vi ry simple, very 
obvious, and very typical of this class of case. A man and 
a girl tired of life, agreed to commit suicide together. They 
went to a railway crossing, intending to throw themselves under 
a train. In fact, a train ran over them, killing the girl and 
nearly killing the man, who lost both feet; but the surgeons 
succeeded in saving his life. The story for the prosecution 
was that the parties had carried out their suicide pact; the 
defence tried to show that the man repented at the last moment 
and attempted unsuccessfully to pull the girl off the line—getting 
caught himself in so doing. The jury evidently disbelieved 
this plea, for they convicted : and for the purposes of this article 
we will assume they were right. In those circumstances 
Mr. Justice Bray practically directed that the facts amounted 
to the murder of the girl by Smmmons, on the old authorities, 
and the Court of Criminal Appeal has upheld his ruling. The 
decision, we think, will be generally regretted by enlightened 
students of our Criminal Jurisprudence, who had hoped that 
a rule which shocks the public conscience could have been got 
over by the Court of Criminal Appeal in the same way as 
other erroneous principles, which have been grafted on the 
common law have been got over of late years. But the Court 
of Criminal Appeal laid down that any abandonment of the 
older interpretation of “ malice aforethought” must be left 
to the Legislature. 

Now, three matters fall to be considered. 
the old and established rule of law that enunciated by Mr. Justice 
Bray and accepted by the Court of Criminal Appeal, or the 
milder principle adopted by Mr. Justice Lusn? Praterea: 
is that old rule really a necessary logical consequence of the 
principle on which it is supposed to rest, or does it contain 
an inherent fallacy which renders it really quite inconsistent 
with the whole theory of “ malice aforethought ” and murder ? 
Deinde ; even if it is both established and sound in logic, is it 
open to the court to treat it as obsolete? We will consider 
each of these very briefly. 

To begin with, it may be admitted at once that all the text- 
books state the doctrine practically in the form accepted by 
the court as sound. The clearest statement,with which we 
are acquainted is that in Kenny’s Criminal Law, 11th edition 
(1922), p. 114. Curiously enough, the learned author quotes 
chiefly American cases in its support, and adds a note to the effect 
that “ In these ‘death-pacts ’ the sentence is always commuted.” 
Mr. Justice Darin, by the way, stated in the course of the 
argument in Rex v. Simmons, supra, that he could find no reference 
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to “ suicide-pacts”’ in the text-books: he will find not only 
a reference to, but a discussion of those “pacts” in the paragraph 
of ‘Kenny”’ to which we have referred. The leading English 
case on the point is Rex v. Dyson, R. & R.523,in 1823. Curiously 
enough, in that case, although the Court, consisting of nine judges, 
upheld the verdict, they doubted whether the deceased had really 
killed herself as the result of the pact, and not by accident in 
the course of a struggle when the man was trying to dissuade 
her; and they recommended Dyson for a pardon. The joint 
attempt in this case took the form of drowning, and the trial 
judge had directed the jury that if [the prisoner) was 
present at the time the girl threw herself in, and consented 
to her doing it, the act of throwing was to be considered the act 
of both,” and so the case was reached by the indictment (ibid). 
The extraordinary subtlety of this doctrine will be obvious 
to everyone from the words of this ruling; 7.e., “an act of A, 
to which B assents, is to be deemed an act of both A and B,” 
But the decision of the Judges, in this Crown Case Reserved, 
that B in such circumstances is a “ principal of the second 
degree,” leaves no doubt as to the established character of 
the ruling, at any rate in 1823. We therefore pass on to the 
second question, whether the logic of Rex v. Dyson is sound. 

Now, at first sight, the sequence of reasoning on which 
the rule turns looks very convincing, if decidedly unreal and 
unpractical. It looks as if the law were here based on logic, 
but that logic leads to a result opposed to common-sense. 
But a closer analysis may suggest some doubt of this. For 
the sequence seems to be this 

1. If A abets B to kill C, A is primd facie guilty of murder, 

i.e., unless he can show some exception which makes the 

case one of justifiable or excusable homicide or of manslaughter: 

2. But the killing of B by B is just as much murder as 

the killing of C by B. For suicide is self-murder : 

3. Therefore, if A abets B to kill B, A is guilty of murder. 
Here are the three parts of a syllogism, major premise, minot 
premise, and conclusion. They all seem to hang together 
coherently, and the conclusion seems to follow from the premises. 
The real crux is the truth of the minor premise. Is it really 
in accordance with the definition of murder, namely, the “ killing 
of a reasonable being in the King’s Peace, wilfully, feloniously, 
and of malice aforethought,” to say that suicide is a form o 
murder? Surely the reply is, ‘‘ No.” The essence of murder 
is “‘ felony,” and the essence of “ felony,” as a principle o 
common law jurisprudence, consisted in depriving some person 
foreibly of person, property or chastity in such a way as to con- 
stitute a breach of the King’s peace. In suicide it is absurd 
to say that B is committing any defiance of the King’s peace, 
or is depriving anyone forcibly of his person or property. Suicide 
is criminal and ought to be criminal, but not for the artificial 
reason invented by the law. It is not in its nature either murder 
or any other kind of felony. It is essentially an offence against 
God, not against the King. 

As a matter of fact, the old view which regarded suicide as 4 
form of murder was based on a false analogy, as are so mally 
rules of law. It grew up in the Tudor period, when our judges 
were busy with the task of “ rationalising the law,” i.e., dit 
cussing a small number of rational rules, general principles 
of wide application, out of which our jurisprudence could be 
reconstructed as a rational system. The actual common law 
had not grown out of rational principles at all; it was a mas 
of customs based on convenience or instinct. The jurist 
had to rationalise these instinctive rules by finding reasons 
for them which would fit into a consistent system. They fo 
that suicide was rightly regarded as a grave offence, and thef 
had to find a logical justification for this bias of the comma 
law. By an ingenious piece of logical sophistry they man 
to find an apparently logical basis by calling suicide self-murdet- 
The modern rule, then, is really the result of an immense inno 
tion introduced by Tudor judges into the common law 
on false analogy and bad logic. * 
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But, if this is so, then the answer to our third question is 
clear. If the Tudor judges, by a blunder of logic, changed a 
common law rule, there is no reason why the modern judiciary 
should not set that blunder right and restore the law to its 
common law form by getting rid of the artificial subtlety which 
offends modern common reason and modern sense alike. The 
power of our courts to discard such obsolete rules of the common 
law, especially when based on an innovation made by former 
judges through false analogy, follows from the decision of the 
House of Lords in Bowman v. Secular Society, Limited, 1917, A.C. 
406. Questions of boni mores and public policy are matters 
of developing public opinion, and the judiciary should recognise 
the obsolete character of a rule which offends present-day morality. 








Apportionment of Rent under the 
Increase of Rent Act, 1920. 


THE question of apportionment of rent has again been before the 
courts recently and some difficult questions of construction have 
been somewhat elucidated in two recent judgments of the 
Divisional Court. 

It is provided by s. 12 (3) of the Increase of Rent &c. Act, 

1920, “ where, for the purpose of determining the standard rent 

. of any dwelling-house to which this Act applies, it is 
necessary to apportion the rent at the date in relation to which 
the standard rent is to be fixed, . . . . the County Court may 
. make such apportionment as seems just in 

That section re-enacts verbatim the Increase of Rent &c. 
Act, 1915, s. 2 (3). 

The earlier section was considered in the case of Woodward 
v. Samuels, 84, J.P.105. S was the tenant of a house at the rent 
of £45 per annum. In 1919 he bought the house and converted 
itinto three flats at the cost of £35. He then let them separately. 
The tenant of one flat claimed that the rent was in excess of the 
standard rent and asked the county court judge to apportion. 
This the learned judge refused to do, holding that, as the flat 
concerned was first let separately in 1919, the rent at which it 
was then let was the rent at which it was first let, and therefore 
the standard rent. 

The Divisional Court reversed that decision. Having pointed 
out that the question is the time in relation to which the standard 
tent is to be fixed, Sankey, J., goes on to say: “ It is quite easy 
to put cases on one side of the line or the other. If the house 
temains precisely the same, the standard rent is the same as on 
August 3rd, 1914. On the other hand, if the house had been 
pulled down, and new premises built, the standard rent might 
be that which is obtained first after the new premises are built, 
tid not that at which the house let on August 3rd, 1914.” 

That case, however, left the test to be applied extremely 
vague, but in the recent case of Marchbank v. Campbell, reported 
p. 184, Satrer, J., who delivered the judgment of the court, 
has laid down an easily comprehensible, if not easily applicable, 
test. “ It is a question of fact,” he says, ‘‘ whether the flat was 
first let in December, 1920” (the date of the alterations in that 
tase)“ or was let on August 3rd, 1914: this depends on the nature 
and extent of the structural alteration . . It is a question of 
the physical identity. of the dwelling-house in each case. To 
Justify a finding that the part was first let when it was first let 
separately, there must be not merely a new and separate dwelling- 
house in law, by virtue of a new and separate letting, but a new 
and separate dwelling-house in fact by virtue of substantial 
structural alteration.” 

A somewhat analogous consideration was before the court in 

lips v. Barnett, 1921, 2 K.B. 799, where the court held that, 
Where three houses, which enjoyed individually the protection of 

Increase of Rent, &c., Acts, had been converted into a factory, 

‘tent at which they were let when converted was the rent at 
Which the factory was first let. 





No article upon this subject would be complete without a 
reference to Sinclair v. Powell, 1921, W.N. 206, affirmed by the 
Court of Appeal, 66 Sox. J. 235. 

The Divisional Court in that case laid down the proposition 
that where the conversion and re-letting occurred before the house 
as a whole came within the Increase of Rent &c. Acts, the landlord 
might charge the rent at which the parts were first let separately. 
For it was said the landlord might have charged what he wished 
for the whole house, and why should he bein any different position 
if he let it in parts ? 

From that it was frequently argued 4 fortiori that if the property 
in which the dwelling-house or flat is comprised is itself outside 
the Increase of Rent, &c., Act, 1920, no application for apportion- 
ment can be successfully made. 

The Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of the Divisional 
Court that no apportionment was necessary in that case, but 
upon the ground that the identity of the original house had been 
destroyed by the conversion into flats. 

In the recent case of Woodhead v. Putnam, 1922, W.N. 340, 
DaRLING and SAtrer, J.J., have dissented from Sinclair v. Powell 
so far as it laid down the proposition that where the conversion 
and re-letting occurred before the house as a whole came within 
the Increase of Rent &c. Acts, the landlord might charge the rent 
at which the parts were first let separately; and they have 
clearly laid down that the fact that the “property” was not 
subject to any Rent Restriction Act when the part was first let 
is irrelevant ; and secondly, that, toentitle a tenant to apportion- 
ment under s. 12 (3), it is not necessary that the property in which 
the dwelling-house is comprised should be subject to the Act, 
or, indeed, should be a dwelling-house at all. 

It is respectfully submitted that this is the true view. 

ARCHIBALD SAFFORD. 








Reviews. 


Receivers. 
THe RecetveR AND MANAGER’s Fite or PROCEEDINGS IN CHANCERY. 

Containing a Complete Set of Documents in a Debenture-Holders’ 
3 Action in the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. With an 

Introduction as to the Duties of a Receiver and Manager. By W. H. 

Fox, F.S.A. Gee & Co. (Publishers), Ltd. 

The receiver and manager appointed in a debenture-holders’ action is 
not primarily concerned with the legal questions, whether of substance or 
procedure, arising in the action, but-he has the task of giving practical 
effect to the orders of the Court, and the object of this useful collection of 
forms, as stated in the Preface, is to give to learners—especially accountancy 
students—‘‘the opportunity of gaining knowledge of the subject by 
studying a consecutive set of documents, forming a complete file of pro- 
ceedings in a debenture-holders’ action unaccompanied by any extraneous 
forms or obscuring matter.’’ Accordingly the documents in the volume 
include the notice of motion for the appointment of a receiver and manager, 
the affidavits filed for use on the hearing of the motion, the pleadings and 
judgment in the action, the receiver’s security, the receive r’saccounts, and 
the other documents used in the proceedings under the judgment, The 
collection of forms is not only useful for accountants who may have the 
practical administration of the assets, but it will give the practitioner a 
good working familiarity with the details of the action. The Introduction 
lucidly summarizes the receiver’s duties. 








Books of the Week. 


The Law of Property Act, 1922.—A Concise Explanation of Lord 
Birkenhead’s Act (the Law of Property Act, 1922) in Plain Longuage. By 
Sir Akruour Unperuty, LL.D., Bencher of Lincoln’s Inn. Butterworth 
and Co. 10s. 6d. net. 

The Law of Traffic.—The Metropolitan Traffic Manual, containing 
the Law relating to Road, River and Air Traffic in London and elsewhere. 
$y CarRoL Romer, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. H.M. Stationery Office, for 
the Receiver for the Metropolitan Police District, New Scotland Yard, 
S.W.1. 12s. 6d. net. 

Guide to the Bar.—A new Guide to the Bar, containing the most recent 
tegulations and specimen Examination Papers. Fifth edition. Revised 
and largely re-written. By Marston Garsis, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 
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The Law of Property Act, 1922.—A short Epitome of and Guide to The 
Law of Property Act, 1922, 12 & 13 Geo. 5, c. 16. By Ggorce NicHoLs 
Marcy and RonAtp Raven Formoy, LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. Sweet 
and Maxwell, Ltd; Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 8s. 6d. net. 

al Diaries.—The Solicitors’ Diary, Almanac and Legal Directory 
(with which is incorporated the Legal Diary), 1923. Edited by Roperr 
CarTER, Solicitor. Seventy-ninth year of publication. Waterlow & Sons, 
Ltd. 

Diary.—The Lawyer's Companion and Diary and London and Provincial 
Law Directory for 1923, with Tables of Costs, New Stamp Duties, &c., &c. 
Edited by E. Layman, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Seventy-seventh annual 
issue. Stevens & Sons, Ltd.; Shaw & Sons, Ltd. 7s. 6d. net. 








Correspondence. 


Poor Persons Procedure. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I have read with considerable interest and sympathy the letter 
of your correspondent, Mr. H. Anderson, in your issue of 16th inst., and 
the correspondence therein referred to. 

Writing as a solicitor who during the years 1919-1921 had one of the 
largest experiences of practice under the old Rules, both in reporting and 
conducting, I should like to draw attention to a fact which may not be 
known to Mr. Anderson and many of the solicitors who are now taking 
cases under the existing Rules, and probably to the present President of 
the Law Society, viz. :—That at the time when the Rules now in operation 
were being considered by the Rule Committee representations signed by 
all the principal solicitors then engaged in cases under the Rules were 
made to the proper authoriti+s calling attention to many desirable amend- 
ments, and setting out a suggested and reasonable scale of expenses which 
might be officially recognised as applicable in reporting upon and conducting 
Poor Persons cases. No notice whatever was taken of these representations 
and suggestions in framing and finally settling the new rules and the Rule 
Committee sanctioned what Mr. Anderson rightly calls the present 
“obnoxious and oppressive’? Rules. Thereupon practically the whole 
of the then solicitors who were reporting upon and conducting cases on 
a large scale, and were thus rendering the greatest assistance to the depart- 
ment, withdrew their names. The present congestion of work which the 
department is unable to place with solicitors was foreseen by many of 
us in 1920, but in view of the representatiuus made by us prior to the issue 
of the new Rules in Decentber, 1920, they have only themselves or the 
Rule Committee to thank for the present situation. 

My experience of cases assigned to me was that applicants under the 
old Rules were uniformly pleased and grateful for assistance rendered, 
and, with the exception of a few cases of undoubted utter poverty, were 
all willing to provide the very moderate expenses required ofthem. With 
the indignities now cast at the profession by the present Rules the 
Authorities cannot with reason expect assistance, but had suggestions 
made by us in 1920 been embodied in the new Rules, the present position 
would have been different. I, for one, would be one of the first to offer 
my services, and from my own acquaintance with many other members 
of the profession I am satisfied that ample assistance would be forthcoming 
to deal with all cases, 

Wa. Haroup House. 
22, Chancery Lane, 
London, W.C.2. 
20th December. 


Motorists and their Guests. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—Referring to the above, it is interesting to note that nearly 
ten years ago as reported in your Journal, volume 57, the point was 
decided in India that a friendly passenger in one’s car can claim where 
there is negligent driving. 

REGINALD Rogers & Son. 
Falmouth, 
14th December. 

[We have noticed a recent American Case, on which we propose to 
comment, deciding that in case of reckless driving the guest cannot 
recover unless he has protested.—KEd. S.J.] 


At a meeting of the City of London Corporation on 14th December, 
Mr. Leo Taylor asked if steps could not be taken in the future to prevent 
the long waiting queues and the selling of places which characterised the 
admission of the public to the Central Criminal Court at a recent trial. 
Colonel Dunfee, chairman of the Police Committee, said it would not be in 
the public interest unduly to restrict the attendance of the public at trials 
at the Old Bailey. He did not know that queues could be prevented if 
people were willing to wait and were orderly. The selling of places was an 
objectionable innovation, which the Commissioner of Police was considering 
with a view to its suppression. 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
House of Lords. 


COMMONWEALTH SHIPPING REPRESENTATIVE v. PENINSULAR 
AND ORIENTAL BRANCH SERVICE. § 14th December. 


Surprinc — Insurance (Marine) — Wark Risk — COLLISION — Sup 
REQUISITIONED BY ADMIRALTY—CARRYING AMBULANCE Wacons— 
SaILine wirHout Licuts—No NeGLicence—‘* WARLIKE OPERATIONS,” 


A vessel requisitioned by the Admiralty and carrying ambulance wagons 
from one war base to another struck and sank another vessel. Both vessels 
were steaming at full speed and without lights, but there was no negligence, 
The appellants contended that the loss was caused by a marine peril and nol 
a war risk. 

Held, that the loss was a direct consequence of a warlike operation, and 
accordingly that the respondents were entitled to succeed. 


This was an appeal from the Court of Appeal, 1922, 1 K.B. 706, affirming 
a judgment of Bailhache, J. The question at issue arose out of a collision 
between two vessels and was whether the loss was due to a war risk ora 
marine risk. The collision took place after dark in January, 1916, in the 
Eastern Mediterranean between the Geelong and the Bonvilston, with the 
result that the Geelong sank and became a total loss. The Geelong, which 
belonged to the respondents, was requisitioned by the Commonwealth of 
Australia for transport services in connection with the war on the terms 
that the Commonwealth Government should accept full war risks, but 
that the owners should take all ordinary sea risks, At the time of the 
collision she was bound from Port Said to Gibraltar with a part cargo of 
general goods on government account. The Bonvilston was under 
requisition by the British Government and was carrying ambulance wagons 
from one war base to another war base. At the time of the collision both 
ships were steaming at full speed and without lights to avoid submarine 
attack, but neither ship was to blame for the collision. The arbitrator 
held that the loss was caused by a marine peril, subject to a case stated for 
the opinion of the court. Bailhache, J., on the contrary, held that the loss 
was caused by a war peril, and he set aside the award, and his decision was 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal. 

Viscount Cave, L.C., said that this appeal raised the question as to the 
meaning to be given to the expression “ all consequences of hostilities or 
warlike operations’? when contained in a policy of marine insuranee. 
They had been invited by counsel for the appellants to proceed on the 
footing that the ambulance wagons and other government stores referred 
to in the award were being transported by the Bonvilston for some perfectly 
peaceful purpose, and that they might have been intended for use in some 
civil hospital or for some other non-combatant purpose. It appeared to 
him that any such assumption would do less than justice to the language of 
the award. When the arbitrator found that the Bonvilston was under 
requisition by the British Government and was carrying ambulance wagons 
and other Government stores from one war base to another war base, he 
must have intended the Court to understand that the cargo consisted of 
war material of the above character which was being transported from 
one war base—that is to say from a point behind a fighting front from 
which the forces engaged on that front might be fed with men, munitions 
and supplies—to another war base for war purposes. At all events he 
was satisfied that if anything else had been intended very different language 
would have been used. This, then, was the duty in which the Bonvilston 
was engaged at the time of the collision, and the question was whether 
it was a warlike operation within the meaning of the warranty. He did 
not propose to attempt to define the expression “ warlike operations. 
It was composed of ordinary English words and to define them by othet 
like words might only produce a call for further definition. But it was 
possible to go some way in considering what was or was not included in 
the expression. Plainly it did not include all operations in wer or even 
ali operations for the purposes of war. For instance, the Petersham, 
which was carrying iron ore to be used in the manufacture of munitions, 
and the Matiana, which was carrying cotton, which might have been 
intended to be used for the clothing of troops, were held not to be eng 
in warlike operations: Britain Steamship Co. v. The King, 1921,1 A.C. 99. 
On the other hand, the expression was not confined to actual combatant 
operations, for in the case of Liverpool and London War Risks Jnsurant 
Association v. Marine Underwriters of 8.8. Richard de Larrinaga, 1921, 
2 A.C. 141, @ warship on her way to pick up a convoy was held to be 
engaged in a warlike operation. Indeed, it had been said that almost 
any movement of a warship in the course of her duties might be included 
in the phrase. Probably the phrase included all those operations whic 
formed part of those processes of attack and defence, which were of the 
essence of war. Thus the transfer of combative forces from one ares 
another for combative purposes would be a warlike operation, and the 
same might be said of the transport in like manner of guns or munitiom 
Nor could any valid distinction be drawn in this respect between munitiom 
of war and materials for equipping a fighting force, such as ambulance 
wagons for the wounded. All these things were an essential part of t 
equipment of an army in the field, and to transport them to an area 
war was a part of the warlike operations conducted in that area, not less 
essential than the provision of men and guns. If this was the true meanilig 
of the expression to be construed, then the finding of the arbitrator # 
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—_ 
this case contained ample material on which to support the decisions of 
Bailhache, J., and the Court of Appeal. The Bonvilston was a vessel 
in the service of the British Government, and was engaged in the warlike 
operation of transporting war material from one war base to another, and 
while so engaged and steaming at full speed without lights, to avoid sub- 
marine attack, she without any negligence struck and sank the Geelong, 
and it followed, according to the decisions already given in this House, that 
the loss was a direct’ consequence of a warlike operation, and accordingly 
the respondents were entitled to succeed, and the appeal must be dismissed 
with costs. 

Lord Fintay, Lord Dunepiy, Lord Arkryson and Lord SuMNER gave 
judgment to the same effect.—CounsEL: R. A. Wright, K.C., and Claughton 
Scott; Sir J. Simon, K.C., Mackinnon, K.C., and G. P. Langton. 
SouscrroRs: Parker, Garrett & Co. ; Ince, Colt, Ince and Roscoe. 


[Reported by 8S. E. Witiiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


In re COAL MINES CONTROL AGREEMENT (CONFIRMATION) 
ACT, 1918. THE LAMBTON AND HETTON COLLIERIES, LTD., 
v. THE SECRETARY FOR THE MINES DEPARTMENT OF THE 
BOARD OF TRADE AND THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


P. O. Lawrence, J. 19th & 20th October. 


Revenue—Excess Prorirs Dury—‘ Ricnut accrugp’’—Coat Mines 
ControL.—Prorits STanDARD—SUBSTITUTED STANDARD—CoAL MINES 
ConTROL AGREEMENT (CONFIRMATION) Act, 1918, 7 & 8 Geo. 5, c. 45, 
Sched, Clause 8—Coat Mines (Emercency) Act, 1920, 10 Geo. 5, c. 4, 
Sched. II, Part I, clause 1. 


The Secretary of Mines, as the successor of the Controller of Coal Mines, is 
bound under Clause 8 of the Control Agreement scheduled to the Coal Mines 
Control Agreement (Confirmation) Act, 1918, to fix a substitute for the profits 
dandard, notwithstanding the repeal of that Act and the determination of the 
Control Agreement by the Coal Mines (Emergency) Act, 1920, where the company 
wished to set in motion the machinery provided by the former Act, and nothing 
dee had happened other than the passing of the 1920 Act to disentitle them to 
the benefit of that machinery. 


Abbot v. The Minister of Lands, 1895, A.C. 425, distinguished. 


This was an originating summons taken out under Order 54a, r. 1, to 
determine the question whether the Secretary for Mines, who had succeeded 
the Controller of Coal Mines, was under an obligation to the plaintiff com- 
sny to fix a substituted standard for the profits standard under the pro- 
visions of clause 8 of the Control Agreement contained in the schedule to 
and confirmed by the Coal Mines Control Agreement (Confirmation) Act, 
1918, for the purpose of ascertaining the balance of profits to be paid to 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue under clause 3 of the Agreement in 
respect of certain accounting periods up to 30th June, 1919, which was 
then still unsettled, notwithstanding the repeal of that Act, and the deter- 
mination of the Control Agreement, as from Ist April, 1919, by the Coal 
Mines (Emergency) Act, 1920. Under clause 8 (1) of the Act of 1918, if it 
appeared to the Controller either on his own motion or on the motion of the 
owner that there was no profits standard, or that the profits standard as 
seertained under the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, relating to excess profits 
duty, could not fairly be applied, the Controller was bound to fix a sub- 
stituted standard. The Act of 1918 was repealed and the Control Agree- 
ment was determined by the Coal Mines (Emergency) Act, 1920, as from 
Ist April, 1919, but by Sched. II, part I, clause 1 of that Act, the deter- 
mination of the agreement was not to affect “‘ any right or liability which 

thave accrued before the date of the determination thereof. In 
February, 1921, several months after the repealing Act of 1920, the plaintiffs 
asserted their right under clause 8 to have a substituted standard fixed 
by the Secretary of Mines for the profits standard. 

P. 0. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts, said: The right and liability 
which accrued before the determination of the Control Agreement was the 
Tight of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to be paid, and the liability 
of the plaintiffs to pay them, a certain balance of the plaintiffs’ profits in 
tespect of accounting periods prior to Ist April, 1919. For the purpose of 
“certaining the amount of such balance the agreement imposed a duty 
4pon the Controller in certain events to fix’a substituted standard, and by 
implication permitted the owner to set the Controller in motion for that 
Purpose. That duty is an integral part of the machinery for ascertaining 
the amount of profits to be paid in order to satisfy the right and discharge 
the liability which accrued before the determination of the agreement. 

at duty adheres to the Controller so long as such right and liability 

h accrued under the Act of 1918 is sought to be enforced. Further, 

4m of opinion that the case relied on by the Attorney-General of Abbott v. 
Minister of Lands, supra, is entirely distinguishable, and has no bearing 

™ the question. The right in question in that case was an option to 
Purchase adjoining land without the obligation to build a residence, a right 
hich was existing at the date whenthe Act which conferred it was repealed, 
tad such a right was there held not be a right within the meaning of the 
saving clause. That case does not decide that the words which are 
wally found in saving clauses, and the words in the case cited, “ obligations 
Reurred or imposed ’’ in conjunction with the words “ right accrued ’’ did 
ttoover a right which had not been exercised or set in motion before the 





repeal of the Act conferring the right. The right accrued here is the right 
to be paid the balance of profits under clause 8, and is not a mere right 
within the meaning of Abbott v. The Minister of Lands, 1895, A.C. 425. 
The right of the owner under clause 8 is part of the machinery for ascer- 
taining the measure of the right which has so accrued. I accordingly 
declare that the Secretary for Mines is bound under the provisions of 
clause 8 of theControl Agreement to fix a substitute for the profits standards, 
unless by reason of some event or circumstance apart from the passing of the 
Coal Mines (Emergency) Act, 1920, the plaintiffs had become disentitled to 
have any sum fixed as such substitute.—CounsEL: Tomlin, K.C., and 
FP. K. Archer ; Sir Ernest Pollock, A.-G.,and Dighton Pollock. SouiciTors : 
Rawle, Johnstone & Co., for Cooper & Goodyear, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 


[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


SWEET v. WILLIAMS. Div. Court. 18th and 19th October. 


CHILDREN—STREET TRADING—SALE OF NEWSPAPERS AND FOoorTsBALu 
PROGRAMMES—PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—EMPLOYMENT—EMPLOYMENT OF 
CHILDREN Act, 1903, 3 Edw. 7, c. 45, ss. 1, 2, 13—Epvucation Act, 
1918,8 & 9 Geo. 5, c. 39,8. 13. 


Certain boys under the age sanctioned by a local bye-law sold newspapers 
and football programmes in the streets under an arrangement with a newsagent 
by which they handed in a proportion of the sum received for the sales, retaining 
the balance for themselves, and under which papers lost or destroyed, were to 
to be treated as sold. Informations were laid against him for having employed 
the boys contrary to the bye-law and he was convicted. From this conviction 
he appealed. 


Held, that the children were employed within the bye-law and that on the 
evidence each of the boys was employed by the newsagent as his agent and that 
he was rightly convicted. 


Case stated by Manchester Justices. Informations were laid in May, 
1922, against the appellant, a wholsesale and retail newsagent, for unlawfully 
employing boys under the age of fifteen, contrary to the local bye-laws 
made under the Employment of Children Act, 1903, as amended by s. 13 
of the Education Act,1918. The boys concerned were four in number, and 
each of them was fourteen years of age. The appellant on the dates alleged 
in the informations had delivered a ticket to each of two of the boys by 
means of which he obtained newspapers from an office which debited the 
newsagent with the papers, obtained by him. He arranged with the 
boys that they should receive ninepence for every thirteen copies sold, 
unsold copies being returned to him. The papers were sold for one penny 
each by the boys, and they made a profit for themselves of fourpence on 
every thirteen copies sold. A similar arrangement was made between 
the appellant and the two other boys with regard to the sale of football 
programmes in the streets. The appellant exercised no control over the 
boys and paid no wagestothem. They were under no obligation to obtain 
papers and programmes from him and he delivered the papers and 
programmes to them on the ordinary trade terms. The newsagent was 
convicted by the justices who found that each of the boys was an agent 
““employed’’ by him as his agent, and that their employment was an 
offence under the bye-laws. The newsagent appealed. By s. 1 of the 
Employment of Children Act, 1903, it is provided: ‘‘ Any local authority 
may make bye-laws (1) préscribing for all children, or for boys and girls 
separately .. . (A) the age below which employment is illegal . . .” 
By s. 2 it is provided: ‘‘ Any local authority may make bye-laws with 
respect to street trading by persons under the age of sixteen and may by 
such bye-laws (A) prohibit such street trading except subject to such 
conditions as to age, sex, or otherwise, as may be specified in the bye- 
law...’ By s. 13 it is provided: ‘‘ The expressions ‘employ’ and 
‘employment,’ used in reference to a child, include employment in any 
labour exercised by way of trade or for purposes of gain, whether the gain 
be to the child or to any other person.’’ Under the bye-laws of the City 
of Manchester, dated in 1921, it is provided that “a boy under the age of 
fifteen shall not be employed or engage in street trading.” 


Lord Hewaart, C.J., in delivering judgment, said that it appeared that 
in the present case an ingenious attempt had been made to get round the 
case of Morgan v. Parr, 1921, 2 K.B. 379, where it was held that a news- 
vendor had “ employed ’’ a child to act as his agent under similar circum- 
stances. Inthe present case, however, it had been alleged that the relation 
between the newsagent and the boys was not that of principal and agent, 
but of vendor and purchaser. On the facts stated the boys were entrusted 
with the papers and programmes as agents of the appellant, the terms 
being sale or return, those lost or destroyed being treated as sold. His 
Lordship was, therefore, of opinion that the boys were ‘‘ employed ’’ by 
the newsagent within the meaning of the bye-law, and that there was 
abundant evidence to shew that they were employed as his agents. 

Avory and Sankey, J.J., delivered judgment to the same effect and 
the appeal was dismissed.—CounseL : Singleton, K.C., and J. C. Jackson ; 
Ashton, K.C., and G. Jordan. Soxicrrors: 7’. H. Hinchcliffe, Manchester 
P. M. Heath, Manchester. 

(Reported by J. L. Denison, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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MARCHBANK v.CAMPBELL. Div. Court. 14th, 15thand 30th November. 


EMERGENCY LkGISLATION—LANDLORD AND TENANT—RECONSTRUCTION 
BurLp1Ine ConvERtTED INTO FLats—StTanDaARD RENT—APPORTIONMENT 
INCREASE OF Rent AND MortcGace [nrerzest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, 
10 & 11, Geo. 5, ¢. 17, s. 12. 


Where structural alterations have been made to a dwe lling house which falls 
within the ac ope of the Increase of Mortgage and Rent ( Restric tions) Act, 1920, 
resulting in the constitution on the premises of a new and separate dwelling- 
house, the considerations by which the county court judge should be guided 
in deciding the date at which the standard rent is to be fixed, on an application 
Jor apportionment under s. 12 (3) of the Act of 1920, are questions of fact 
and extent of the structural alterations. 


. Powell, 1922, 1 K.B., at p. 407, 


dé pe nding on the natur 


Observations of Atkin, L.J., in Sinclair v 


applied. 


Appeal from the Marylebone County Court. In 1914 a house which 
consisted of a basement, a ground floor and three floors above, was let at 
a rack rent of £70 ayear. In 1920 the respondents, who had bought the 
lease of the house, erected a partition with a locked door and fanlight on the 
second floor landing, thus separating the two upper floors from the rest 
of the house. A former bedroom on the second floor was converted into a 
kitchen; a box-room was made in the roof; separate gas and electric 
meters were installed ; and a bell was fixed into the front door to ring in the 
flat. Various minor alterations were also effected. In December, 1920, 
the appellant became the first tenant of this upper flat at a rent of £150 
perannum, The tenant hadthe right to use in common withthe respondents 
the staircase, hall, water-closet and bathroom (which were on the ground 
floor), and allthe coal cellars. In the proceedings in this action before the 
county court judge an apportionment of rent under s. 12 (3) of the Inerease 
of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act 1920, was claimed by the 
tenant, who also claimed under s. 14 to recover alleged over-payments of 
rent. The county court judge rejected a contention on the part of the 
landlords that the case fell within s. 12 (9) of the Act, and no appeal was 
made against his decision on that point. He dismissed the application on 
the ground that as a result of substantial structural alterations the tenement 
became a tenement substantially different from that which it was pre viously 
and that no apportionment was necessary. The tenant appealed. By 
s. 12 (3) it is provided : Where, for the purpose of determining the 
standard rent or rateable value of any dwelling-house to which this Act 
applies, it is necessary to apportion the rent at the date in relation to which 
the standard rent is to be fixed, or the rateable value of the property in 
which that dwelling-house is comprised, the county court may, on applica- 
tion by either party, make such apportionment as seems just, and the 
decision of the court as to the amount to b 
By s. 12 (9) it is provided: ‘* This 


apportioned to the dwelling 
house shall be final and conclusive. ; 
Act shall not apply to a dwelling-house erected after or in course of erection 
on the second day of April nineteen hundred and nineteen, or to any 
dwelling-house which has been since that date or was at that date being 
bond fide reconstructed by way of conversion into two or more separate 
and self-contained flats or tenements ’ 

SarTer, J., delivered the considered judgment of the court (Darling and 
Salter, JJ.), in which it was stated that the whole house was let as a whole 
on 3rd August, 1914, and the part was first let separately in December, 1920. 
The questions for decision were whether apportionment was necessary for 
the purpose of determining the standard rent of the separately-let upper 
flat, which was clearly a ** dwelling-house ’’ within the meaning of the Act ; 
and also whetherthe part was a dwelling-house which was let on 3rd August, 
1914, or house which was first let after the said third day of 
August,’ 12 (1) (a) of the Act of 1920, which provided that : 

Che expression ‘standard rent ’ means the rent at which the dwelling 
house was let on the third day of August nineteen hundred and fourteen 
or, where the dwelling-house was not let on that date, the rent at which it 
was last let before that date, or, in the case of a dwelling-house which was 
first let after the third day of August, the rent at which it was first let.’ 
If it meant a dwelling-house which was first let after 3rd August, 1914, the 
standard rent of the part was the actual rent of the part in December, 1920, 
and no apportionment was necessary. f it meant a dwelling-house which 
was let on 3rd August, 1914, the standard rent of the part was the actual 
rent of the part on 3rd August, 1914, which could only be ascertained by 
an apportionment of the actual rent of the whole at that date. In the 
present case the question was, what were the considerations which should 
guide a judge in deciding whether this flat was first let in December, 1920, 
or was let on 3rd August, 1914. In their lordships’ opinion that was a 
question of fact which depended on the nature and extent of the structural 
alteration. It seemed that it must not be inferred from the terms of 
s. 12 (9) that apportionment must always be made unless the structural 
alteration amounted to complete reconstruction within that sub-section. 
The question as to the necessity of resorting to apportionment seemed to bi 
one of the physical identity of the applicant’s dwelling-house. To justify 
a judge in finding that the part was first let when it was first let separately, 


a dwellin 
under 


there must be, in his opinion, not merely a new and separate dwelling-house 
in law, by virtue of a new and separate letting, but a new and separate 
dwelling-house in fact, by virtue of substantial structural alterations, In 
the present case their lordships’ opinion on this point accorded, in their 
view, with the observations of Atkin, L.J., in Sinclair v. Powell, 1922, 
1 K.B.,at p. 407, where he said ; If the part of a house was not let as a 
separate dwelling in August, 1914, you may show that substantially in the 





— 


formin which it now is it existed and was let as part of a whole house org 
larger tenement in August, 1914, and can get the rent apportioned. Butif 
the part has been substantially altered so that you cannot fairly predicate 
of it that in its present form it was, as part of a whole, let in 1914, I donot 
think that apportionment is possible. The apportioned values may be 
entirely misleading, as where by structural alterations the upper bedrooms 
of a house, ordinarily, I suppose, the least valuable, have become, when 
fitted as a separate tenement, of greater value than the lower floors,” 
To justify a judge in finding that the part was first let when it was first let 
separately, there must be, in his opinion, not merely a new and separate 
dwelling-house in law, by virtue of a new and separate letting, but a newand 
separate dwelling-house, in fact, by virtue of a substantial structual 
alterations. Inthe present case there wasin theirlordships’ view, evidence 
entitling the county court judge to find, as he did, that a new dwelling-house 
had in fact been created substantially different from the upper rooms of the 
original house, i.e., something of which it could not be said fairly that, inits 
present form, it was a part of a whole let in 1914, Hr was therefore right 
in holding that the tenement was a dwelling-house first let after 3rd August, 
1914, and that no apportionment was necessary to determine the standard 
rent in respect of it. The appeal must therefore be dismissed.—Counsm 
J. D, Casswell; H. J. Casey. Soxtcrrors: Simon, Haynes, Barlas and 
Ireland ; Downer & Johnson, 


[Reported by J. L. Dmnison, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PARKINSON »v. NOEL, 18th and 26th October. 


EMERGENCY LEGISLATION—LANDLORD AND ‘TENANT—LEASE oF 
DWELLING-HOUSE—HOLDING OVER—-TENANT ADJUDICATED BANKRUPT 
DISCLAIMER BY TRUSTEE IN BANKRUPTCY—PROPERTY PASSING 10 
TrustTeEE— Bankruptcy Act, 1914,4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 59, 8s. 167—InoreEase 
or Rent anp Mortaace Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, 10 & Il 


Geo. 5, Cc. 17, 88. 5, 15. 


Greer, J. 


The tenant of a dwelling-house, to which the provisions of the Increase of 
Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1920, applied, claimed to be 
entitled to retain possession of the premises at the expiration of the lease and 
remained in possession. He subsequently became bankrupt, and his truste 
in bankruptcy disclaimed any interest in the premises. 


Held, that the interest of the tenant in the premises was property which 
passed to the trustee in bankruptcy of the tenant wnder s. 167 of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1914, but that, on the disclaimer of the trustee, it ceased to exist and ceased 
to be available for the tenant’s benefit. 


Action under Order XIV, r. 5. In 1917 a dwelling-house at Surbiton, 
to which the provisions of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act, 1920, applied, was let to the defendant for five year 
On the expiration of the lease in 1922 the tenant remained in possession, 
and claimed to be entitled to do so by virtue of the Act of 1920. A few 
months later he became bankrupt and his trustee in bankruptcy disclaimed 
any interest in the premises. The landlord brought this action against 
the tenant for possession and mesne profits. By s. 5 of the Act of 19% 
it is provided: ‘ No order or judgment for the recovery of possession of 
any dwelling-house to which this Act applies, or for the ejectment of # 
tenant therefrom, shall be made or given unless ’’ certain specified events 
occur, which did not occur in the present case. By s. 15 it is provided: 
(1) A tenant who by virtue of the provisions of this Act retains possession 
of any dwelling-house to which this Act applies shall, so long as he retains 
possession, observe and be entitled to the benefit of all the terms and 
conditions of the original contract of tenancy, so far as the same ate 
consistent with the provisions of this Act, and shall be entitled to give up 
possession of the dwelling-house only on giving such notice as would have 
been required under the original contract of tenancy, or, if no notice world 
have been so required, on giving not less than three months’ notice: 
Provided that, notwithstanding anything in the contract of tenancy, # 
landlord who obtains an order or judgment for the recovery of possession 
of the dwelling-house or for the ejectment of a tenant retaining possession 4 
aforesaid shall not be required to give any notice to quit to the tenant.” 

Greer, J.,indelivering judgment, said that in the case of Reeves v. Davies, 
1921, 2 K.B. 486, the tenancy, which was held to vest in and was disclaimed 
by the trustee in bankruptcy, was a tenancy by agreement, and that cas 
was not an authority on the question whether astatutory tenancy under the 
Act of 1920 vested in the trustee in bankruptcy of the tenant on his 
bankruptcy. The property which passed to a trustee in bankruptcy ¥® 
defined in s. 167 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, and the interest of the tenamt 
clearly passed to the trustee as property of the tenant. It was clear from 
ss. 5 and 15 of the Act of 1920 that the landlord was obliged to allow the 
tenant to retain possession on the terms of the tenancy which had expired. 
This interest having passed to the trustee, who had disclaimed it, ceased # 
exist and was no longer available for the tenant. The plaintiff w% 
therefore, entitled to succeed in the action —CounseL: A. F. Clemem 
and Eric Sachs ; Hansell. Soricrrors: Farrer & Co. ; Judge & Priestley. 

[Reported by J. L. Denison, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Lord Ebury, of Rickmansworth, was fined 30s. by Mr. Mead at Marl 
borough-street Police Court recently for exceeding the motor speed ! 
of twenty miles an hour in Hyde Park on 8th November. A police-se 
said that his speed was thirty-two miles an hour. 
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The Discipline Committee. 


The Committee constituted under the Solicitors Acts, 1888 and 1919, 


met at the Law Society’s Hall, on 15th inst., and dealt with the following 


oases :— 
SOLICITORS SUSPENDED. 


15th December.—Joun CiarkeE, Stockport, ordered to be suspended for 


two years. 
153th December.—Wiitiam AsHiEyY Maxrie.p, 52, Elswick Road, 
Lewisham, S.E.13, ordered to be suspended for two years. 


SOLICITOR ACQUITTED ON RE-HEARING AND RESTORED. 

15th December, 1922.—THomas Epwarp Stivester, of 1534 Corporation 
Street, Birmingham, who was struck off the Roll on 27th July, 1922 (when 
he did not appear and was not represented), was, on 15th December, upon 
ate-hearing, acquitted of any mala fides in the matter of the complaint 
against him, and the order of 27th July was rescinded, 








In Parliament. 
New Statutes. 


On 15th December the Royal Assent was given to: 
Appropriation Act, 1922 (Session 2). 
Trade Facilities and Loans Guarantee Act, 1922 (Session 2). 
Importation of Animals Act, 1922 (Session 2). 
and to several local and private Acts. 


House of Commons. 
Questions. 


Mr. Foor (Bodmin) asked the Attorney-General whether his attention 
has been drawn to the comment of counsel in the trial of Bywaters as to 
the exceptional privilege of reply given to Law Officers of the Crown when 
conducting a prosectuion; and whether he will take steps to withdraw 
this privilege so that Law Oflicers of the Crown may be placed on an equal 
footing with other counsel as to the order of precedence in the final address 
to the jury ? 

Sir D. Hoaa: The whole question of the position of the Crown in 
litigation, including the point raised by the hon. Member, is under con- 
sideration by a Committee appointed by the late Lord Chancellor and 
presided over by the Lord Chief Justice. I have been added to that 
Committee, and I shall await their report before deciding what steps, if 
any, should be taken. —-— 


ALIENS. 


Mr. Lorimer (Derby, Southern) asked the Home Secretary if, seeing 
that the Aliens Restriction (Amendment) Act, 1919, Section 10, lapses on 
the 23rd of this month, he will take steps to prevent this country being 
invaded by aliens ? 

Mr. Brpceman : Stringent Regulations for the control of alien immigra- 
tion are, and will remain after the expiration of Section 10, in full force, 
and, as I have stated in reply to many similar questions, no further 
legislation is required. 

Sir W. Davison asked the Home Secretary whether he can assure the 
House that, notwithstanding the fact that certain Clauses in the Aliens 
Restriction Act will expire on the 28rd instant, no enemy alien will, after 
the 23rd December, be permitted to enter this country without first 
obtaining a special permit from the Home Office ? 

Mr. Bripcgeman: When the special provisions referred to expire, no 
former enemy alien will be allowed to land in this country, except in 
pursuance of leave given to him after careful examination at the port by 
an officer responsible to me and acting under my directions. I can assur 
the House that, as I stated in answer to the hon. and learned Member for 
the Ealing Division on the 27th November, the interests of this country, 
in the matter of the exclusion of aliens whose presence is for any reason 
undesirable, will be fully safeguarded under this system. 


PRISONERS’ TREATMENT (ATTEMPTED ESCAPES). 

Mr. Foor (Bodmin) asked the Home Secretary whether he is aware that 
his predecessor promised that the system under which an escaping prisoner 
might be punished on his recapture by being chained would be reconsidered 
With a view to its abolition; and whether a decision in relation to this 
system has yet been arrived at ? 

Mr. Bripgeman: This matter has received careful consideration. Leg 
irons and cross-chains are not now used, and will not be used in ordinary 
tases of attempted escape, but I should not be justified in withdrawing 
altogether the Rule which authorises their use not as a punishment, but as 
# precaution in very exceptional cases. 








COUNTY COURT FORMS (PRINTING). 
Sir A. Hotproox (Basingstoke) asked the Financial Secretary to the 
ary if he is aware that instructions have recently been issued that 
Printing for county courts throughout the country, now being done by local 








firms, is in future to be done at the State printing works at Harrow, which 
willentail considerable expense in the re-setting or alteration of forms which 
are now standing, and therefore a very heavy loss to the taxpayers; and 
whether he will recall these instructions ? 

Mr. Batpwin: The simplification and standardisation of all county 
court forms is at present under consideration by the Departments con- 
cerned, and notice of termination of the existing contracts for the supply of 
these forms has been given as regards London and Birmingham, No 
further arrangements have as yet been made, but I can assure the hon. 
and gallant Member that the question of cost will be one of the primary 
considerations in connection with any new arrangement that may be 
made. 

BETTING ORGANISATIONS. 

Mr. Barnes (East Ham, South) asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware of the need for the protection of the public against 
organisations registered under the Industrial and Provident Societies Acts 
for the sole purpose of conducting gambling businesses; and whether the 
Government will take the earliest possible steps to introduce legislation 
which will secure such protection ? 

Mr. Batpwis: The Industrial and Provident Societies Acts are not the 
only Acts under which organisations of this character can be registered. 
Such organisations are at present recognised by law, and the question 
whether they should cease to be so recognised raises wide and controversial 
issues which cannot be dealt with by piece-meal legislation. 


IRISH SOLICITORS. 

Mr. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland), asked the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the Government will introduce some Measure 
which will put Irish solicitors in the same psoition as Colonial solicitors 
to whom the Colonial Solicitors Act now applies ? 

Mr. Ormsspy-Gore: I would refer the hon. Member to s. 3 of the Irish 
Free State Constitution Act, 1922, under which it will be open to the Parlia- 
ment of the Irish Free State to provide that the Colonial Solicitors Act, 
1900, may be applied to the Irish Free State as it may be applied to the other 
self-governing Dominions. On such provision being made, the Irish Free 
State will, for the purposes of the Colonial Solicitors Act, be in the same 
position as the other self-governing Dominions, and it will be possible to 
extend the benefit of the Act to solicitors of the Superior Court of the 
Irish Free State, subject to the like conditions upon which the benefits 
may be extended to solicitors of Superior Courts in the other Dominions. 

: (13th December). 
AIRCRAFT INSURANCE SCHEME. 

Lieut.-Commander Kenwortny (Hull, Central), asked the Chancellor of 
the Exechequer what is the total amount that was paid in premiums during 
the War for insurance against damage by enemy aircraft under the Govern- 
ment scheme; how much of this has been paid out in claims; and what 
is being done with the balance, if any ‘ 

Viscount Wo_mer: The net premiums received by the Government 
under the Aircraft Insurance Scheme amounted to £14,086,615, and the 
1mount paid in claims was £3,046,790. The balance of the fund was paid 
into the Exchequer at the time. 


LUNACY ACT (PROPERTY MANAGEMENT). 

Mr. T. Grirerrus (Pontypool) asked fhe Minister of Labour, as represent- 
ing the Ministry of Health, whether, in view of the provision of the Lunacy 
Act which requires that a patient in an asylum must be asked if he has any 
objection to the receiver who is about to be appointed under the Master 
for the management of his property, an arrangement can be entered into 
that, if the patient at an early period of his detention has not understood 
the bearings of the questions, a later opportunity should be afforded him 
to bring forward any reasonable objection he may entertain to the manage- 
ment of his property under the said receivership ? 

Sir D. Hoaa: I have been asked to r ply. The rules issued under 
the Lunacy Act provide that notice of the proposed appointment of a 
recelver shall be given to the patient. The patie nt sometimes objects to 
the proposed receiver, and such objection is always considered, It is open 
to the patient at any subsequent time to write to the Master raising any 
objection to the management of his property under such receivership. 
These objections are always considered and may result in the institution 

f further inquiries. In addition, the Master in Lunacy is empowered to 
juest one of the Lord Chancellor's visitors to visit the patient and report. 
This power is frequently exercised. 


rec 


INCOME TAX, 
Mr. Snort (Wednesbury) asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer the 
total number of individuals liable to Income Tax for the year 1921 ? 
Mr. BaLpwin: The number of individuals in Great Britain and Ireland 
with incomes above the exemption limit forthe year 1 921 -22 is provisionally 
estimated at 5,000,000, divided as follows : 


: © 9 
Number actually paying Income Tax ‘ * ; 2,400,000 
Number whose liabilitv is covere d by the personal 

‘ ry ) 
alllowances and deductions and reliefs . . . 2,600,000 


Total .. 5,000,000 
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DEATH SENTENCES (PREROGATIVE OF MERCY). 

Mr. Ammon (Camberwell, North) asked the Home Secretary whether, in 
considering cases in which he is urged to advise His Majesty to exercise 
the Royal clemency in regard to a prisoner sentenced to death for murder, 
he acts solely upon his own judgment as to the merits of the case, or after 
consultation with the judge who sentenced the prisoner, or whether he 
takes due cognisance of the weight of public opinion as expressed by the 
people who may have signed petitions ? 

Mr. BripGemMan: The advice to be given to His Majesty as to the 
exercise of the prerogative of mercy must depend ultimately upon the 
judgment of the Home Secretary. In forming that judgment he has regard 
to all the circumstances of each individual case, including, of course, any 
representations that may be made to him by petition or otherwise on behalf 
of the prisoner. (15th December.) 


Prorogation. 
THE KING’S SPEECH. 

My Lords and Members of the House of Commons, 

The discussion of problems affecting the peace of the Near East is 
proceeding at Lausanne, and I earnestly trust that a satisfactory solution 
will shortly be reached. 

The execution of the Treaty of Peace with Germany has again been the 
subject of conversations between My Ministers and the Ministers of the 
Allied Powers. These conversations will be resumed in Paris at an early 
date. 

The task of restoring conditions favourable to economic stability in 
Europe continues to give Me deep concern. The difficulties are great and 
complex, and can only be overcome by patient and sincere co-operation 
between the nations primarily affected. 

Members of the House of Commons, 

I thank you for the provision you have made for the public service. 

My Lords and Members of the House of Commons, 

I have given My Assent to Measures for the final enactment of the 
Constitution of the Irish Free State and for the consequent necessary 
provisions, It is My earnest prayer that the passing of these Measures 
may mark the inauguration of a period of prosperity and concord both for 
Ireland and for Great Britain. 

An Act has been passed to continue and extend the measures already 
taken for improving trade, and My Ministers will continue to examine with 
great care al] possible measures for dealing with Unemployment. 

The condition of the agricultural industry, which is unfortunately passing 
through a period of serious depression, is receiving the careful consideration 
of My Ministers in the hope that means may be found to alleviate some of 
the difficulties confronting both farmers and labourers. 

I have assented to a Bill to give effect to the Agreement entered into by 
My late Government with the representatives of the Government of My 
Dominion of Canada, for the amendment of the law with respect to the 
landing of imported animals in Great Britain. 

It is My earnest prayer that the blessing of the Almighty may rest upon 
all your labours. 


Parliament prorogued to 13th February, 1923. 








New Orders. 


High Court of Justice. 
CHRISTMAS VACATION, 1922-3. 
NOTICE. 

There will be no sitting in Court during the Christmas Vacation. 

During the Christmas Vacation all applications ‘‘ which may require to 
be immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to the Judge who for 
the time being shall act as Vacation Judge. 

The Right Honourable The Lorp Cuter Justice or ENGLAND will act 
as Vacation Judge from Friday, December 22nd, 1922, to Saturday, 
December 30th, 1922, both days inclusive. His Lordship will sit in King’s 
Bench Judges’ Chambers on Thursday, December 28th, 1922, at 11.0 a.m. 

The Honourable Mr. Justice Romer will act as Vacation Judge from 
Monday, January Ist, 1923, to Wednesday, January 10th, both days 
inclusive. His Lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on 
Friday, January 5th, at 11.0 a.m. 

On days other than those when the Vacation Judge sits in Chambers 
applications in urgent matters may be made to his Lordship personally 
or by post. 

When applications are made by post the brief of counsel should be sent 
to the Judge, by post or rail prepaid, accompanied by office copies of the 
affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute, on a separate 
sheet of paper, signed by Counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant 
entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving 
the papers, addressed as follows :—‘t Chancery Official Letter: To the 

Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of 
Justice, London, W.C.2.”’ 





On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application a 
he Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, 

The Chambers of Mr. Justice Eve and Mr. Justice Romer (Master 
CHANDLER) Will be open forVacation business from 10 to 2 on :—Wednesday, 
December 27th; Thursday, December 28th; Friday, December 29th, 
1922; Tuesday, January 2nd; Wednesday, January 3rd; Thursday, 
January 4th: Friday, January 5th, 1923. 
CHANCERY REGISTRARS’ CHAMBERS, 

Roya. Courts or JUSTICE, 
December, 1922. 


Supreme Court, England. 


Lord Chancellor's Office, 
15th December, 1922. 


Notice is hereby given, that the Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence 
of the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the Rolls, and the President of the 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, has directed, in accordance with 
Order LXIII, Rule 6, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, that the Offices 
of the Supreme Court shall be closed on Saturday, 23rd December, 1922. 


PROCEDURE. 


Tue Ruies or tHe Supreme Court (ForEIGN Conventions), 1922. 
DatepD NovemBer 10, 1922.—Continued from page 150. 


APPENDIX A. PART I. 


No. 10nB. 
In the High Court of Justice. 
Division. 19 . No. F 
BETWEEN : Plaintiff. 
and 
Defendant. 

I (or We) hereby request that a notice of a writ of summons (or as the 
case may be, describing the document) in this action be transmitted through 
the proper channel to (a) ‘ 
for service (b) on the defendant 
at or elsewhere in (a) 

(c) 

And I (or we) hereby personally undertake to be responsible for all 
expenses incurred by His Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs in respect of the service hereby requested, and on receiving due 
notification of the amount of such expenses I (or we) undertake to pay 
the same to the Chief Clerk at the Foreign Office, and to produce the receipt 
for such payment to the proper officer of the Supreme Court. 

Dated this day of ee « 


Signature of Solicitor. 
(a, Name of country. 
(6) Or substituted service. 
(ce, If under Order XI, r. 11,add ‘ Directly thr: ugh the British Consul ’ or ‘'by the foreign 
judicial authority.” 


APPENDIX K. 


Form No. 35ns. 
In the High Court of Justice. 
King’s Bench Division. 


‘ 


192 , 
MasTER In CHAMBERS. 
BETWEEN 


Plaintiff, 
and 


Defendant. 

Upon hearing the solicitors on both sides, and upon reading the 
affidavit of 

Ir IS ORDERED that the British Consul or his deputy at 
be appointed as Special Examiner for the Purpose of taking the exam- 
ination, cross-examination, and re-examination, viva voce, on oath of 
affirmation, of 
witnesses on the part of the at 
aforesaid. The Examiner shall be at liberty to invite the attendance of 
the said witnesses and the production of documents, but shall not exercise 
any compulsory powers. Otherwise such examination shall be taken 
accordance with the English procedure. The solicitors to give t 
the solicitors days’ notice in writing of the date on W 
they propose to send out this order to 
for execution, and that days after the service of such 
notice the solicitors forthe plaintiffs and defendants respectively do exchange 
the names of their agents at 
to whom notice relating to the examination of the said witnesses ™8y 
be sent. And that days (exclusive of Sunday) prior to the 
examination of any witness hereunder notice of such examination #4 
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be given by the agent of the party on whose behalf such witness is to be 
examined to the agent of the other party (unless such notice be dispensed 
with). And that the depositions when so taken, together with any 
doouments referred to therein, or certified copies of such documents, or 
of extract therefrom, be transmitted by the Examiner, under seal, to 
the senior Master of the Supreme Court of Judicature, Royal Courts of 
Justice, London, on or before the day of 
next, or such further or other day as may be ordered, there to be filed 
inthe proper office. And that either party be at liberty to read and give 
gach depositions in evidence on the trial of this action, saving all just 
exceptions. And that the trial of this action be stayed until the filing of 
goch depositions. And that the costs of and incident to this application 
and such examination be costs in the action. 
Dated the day of , 19 
Note.—If the Convention requires that the invitation or notice to the 
witnesses must expressly state that no compulsory powers may be used, 
this requirement must be complied with. 


No. 37cc. 
In the High Court of Justice. 
Division. 
192 , » No. 
BETWEEN : 
Plaintiff 
and 
Defendant. 


I (or We), hereby undertake to be responsible for all expenses incurred 
by His Majesty’s Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs in respect of the 
letter of Request issued herein on the 
and on receiving due notification of the amount of such expenses under- 
take to pay the same as directed by the Senior Master of the Supreme 
Court. 

The following have been appointed as Agents for the parties in connection 
with the execution of the above Letter of Request :— 

Plaintiff's Agent :— 
of 
Defendant's Agent :— 
of 
Dated the day of 19 


Solicitors for 


Form No. 37ccc. 


To the Competent Judicial Authority of 
in the of 
Wuereas a civil (commercial) Action is now pending in the 
Division of the High Court of Justice in Engiand in which 
is Plaintiff and is Defendant. 
And in the said Action the Plaintiff claim 


AND WHEREAS it has been represented to the said Court that it is necessary 
for the purposes of justice and for the due determination of the matters in 
dispute between the parties, that the following persons should be examined 
4% witnesses upon oath touching such matters, that is to say: 


, of 
, of 
and , of 
_ Asp iT arpEaRine that such witnesses are resident within your 
jurisdiction 
Now I The Senior Master 


of the Supreme Court of Judicature in England have the honour to request, 
and do hereby request, that for the reasons aforesaid and for the assist- 
ance of the said Court, you will be pleased to summon the said witnesses 
(and such other witnesses as the agents of the said Plaintiff and Defend- 
ant shal] humbly request you in writing so to summon) to attend at such 
time and place as you shall appoint before you, or such other person as 
sccording to your procedure is competent to take the examination of 
Witnesses, and that you will cause sucn witnesses to be examined [upon the 
interrogatories which accompany this letter of request] viva voce touching 
the said matters in question in the presence of the Agents of the Plaintiff 
and Defendant or such of them as shall, on due notice given, attend such 
eXamination. 

Anp I further have the honour to request that you will permit the Agents 
of both the said Plaintiff and Defendant or such of them as shall be present 
to be at liberty to examine [upon interrogatories and viva voce upon the 
subject matter thereof or arising out of the answers thereto] such witnesses 
48 may, after due notice in writing, be produced on their behalf, and give 
liberty to the other party to cross-examine the said witnesses [upon cross- 
Mterrogatories and viva voce] and the party producing the witness for 
‘amination liberty to re-examine him viva voce. 

Axp I further have the honour to request that you will be pleased to 
tause [the answers of the said witnesses and all additional viva voce ques- 
tions, whether on examination, cross-examination, or re-examination] 
the evidence of such witnesses to be reduced into writing and all books, 

» papers and documents produced upon such examination to be duly 
Marked for identification, and that you will be further pleased to authen- 
Nieate such examination by the seal of your Tribunal or in such other way 


as is in accordance with your procedure and to return the same together 
with [the Interrogatories and cross-Interrogatories, and] a note of the 
charges and expenses payable in respect of the execution of this Request, 
through the British Consul from whom the same was received for 
transmission to the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Anp I further beg to request that you will cause me, or the Agents of 
the parties if appointed, to be informed of the date and place where the 
examination is to take place. 

Dated the day of , 19 


Orders in Council. 
THE TREATY OF PEACE ORDER (AMENDMENT) ORDER, 1922. 

Whereas in pursuance of the powers conferred on Him by the Treaty of 
Peace Act, 1919, His Majesty in Council was pleased to make the Treaty 
of Peace Order, 1919, and the various Orders amending the said Order : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Order as amended (hereinafter 
referred to as the principal Order) should be further amended in manner 
hereafter appearing : 

Now, &c., it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. Insub-paragraph (6) of paragraph (xvii) of Article 1 of the principal 
Order, after the words ‘‘and shall’’ there shall be inserted the words 
‘whether any particulars have already been furnished or not,’’ after the 
words ‘‘such particulars’’ there shall be inserted the words ‘or further 
particulars,’ for the word ‘“‘ thereto ’’ there shall be substituted the words 
“to any property right or interest subject to the charge of which the 
Custodian has notice, whether in accordance with this paragraph, the 
Trading with the Enemy Acts, 1914 to 1918, or otherwise,’ and after the 
words ‘* Custodian may ”’ there shall be inserted the words ** from time to 
time.”’ 

2. The following paragraph shall be inserted after sub-paragraph (cccc) 
of paragraph (xvii) of Article 1 of the principal Order : 

** (ececc). The provisions of sub-sections (3) and (4) of section four and 

of section eight of the Trading with the Enemy (Amendment) Act, 1916, 
shall apply to the transfer by the Custodian of shares, stock or other 
securities of which he is the registered proprietor in pursuance of 
paragraph (c), asif such shares, stock orsecurities were securities belonging 
to an enemy or enemy subject in respect of which a vesting Order under 
the Trading with the Enemy Acts, 1914 to 1918, had been made.”’ 

3. This Order may be cited as the Treaty of Peace Order (Amendment) 
Order, 1922, and shall be included amongst the Orders which may be cited 
together as the Treaty of Peace Orders, 1919 to 1922. 

l4th Dec. [ Gazette, 19th Dec. 
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THE EVIDENCE (COLONIAL STATUTES) ACT, 1907. 
By Order in Council the above Act has been extended to : 
Bechuanaland Protectorate. 
British Solomon Islands. 
Nigeria. 
Northern Rhodesia. 
Northern Territori 
Nyasaland. 
Somaliland. 
Southern Rhodesia, 
Swaziland. 
Uganda. 
Zanzibar, 
l 4th Dex ° 


s of the Gold Coast. 


[Gazelte, 19th Dee. 


THE FINANCE ACT, 1894. 

yuncil Section 20 of ** The Finance Act, 1894,’ has been 

lony of Mauritius as from the Ist day of January, 1915. 
[Gazetle, 19th Dec. 


By Order in ¢ 
applied to the C 

l4th Dec. ’ 

By Order in Council reciting (inter alia) that on the 3lst day of May, 
1910, the Union of South Africa was established under the provisions of 
an Act of Parliament passed in the ninth year of His late Majesty’s reign 
shortly entitled ‘‘ The South Africa Act, 1909,’ and the Colony of Natal 
is now @ Province forming part of the Union established as aforesaid : 
And that by an Act passed by the Parliament of the Union of South Africa 
and entitled the Death Duties Act, 1922, which came into operation on 
the Ist day of July, 1922, the law of Natal has been so altered as aforesaid, 
and it is expedient to revoke the said Order in Council so far as concerns 
its application to Natal: it is ordered, as follows : 

1. The provisions of the Order of the 16th day of July, 1895, which 
apply the twentieth section of the Finance Act, 1894, to the Colony of 
Natal are hereby revoked. 

2. This Order shall be deemed to have commenced and come into 
operation with regard to the estates of all persons dying on or after the 
Ist day of July, 1922. 

14th Dec. [ Gazette, 


Board of Trade. 


Department for the Administration of Hungarian Property, 
Cornwall House, 
Stamford Street, 
London, 8.E.1. 

Under and by virtue of the powers conferred upon the Clearing Office 
and the Administrator by Article 1 (XIV) of the Treaty of Peace (Hungary) 
Orders, 1921-1922, I hereby prescribe the 3lst (thirty-first) day of March, 
1923, as the final date by which proofs by British nationals of debts due 
tothem by Hungarian nationals or of pecuniary obligations of the Hungarian 
Government under Article 231 of the Treaty of Trianon, and other claims 
by British nationals against the Hungarian Government, with the payment 
of which the property, rights and interests within His Majesty’s Dominions 
or Protectorates belonging to nationals of the former Kingdom of Hungary 
at the date when the said Treaty came into force (not being property, 
rights or interests acquired under any general licence issued by or on behalf 
of His Majesty), and the net proceeds of their sale, liquidation or other 
dealings therewith are charged by Article 1 (LX) of the above-mentioned 
Orders in Council, must be made upon the prescribed forms and lodged 
with this Department in order to rank for payment of the first dividend 
to be declared by me out of the above-mentioned property, rights and 
interests belonging to nationals of the former Kingdom of Hungary. 


EB. 8. 


19th Dee. 


(rey, 
Administrator. 


7th Dee. [Gazette, 19th Dee. 


Ministry of Health. 
THE MILK (SPECIAL DESIGNATIONS) ORDER, 1922. 


The Minister of Health, in exercise of the powers conferred on him by 
Section 3 of the Milk and Dairies (Amendment) Act, 1922, and of any other 
powers enabling him in that behalf, here by orders as follows : 

1. This Order may be cited as the Milk (Special Designations) Order, 
1922. 

2.—(1) In this Order, unless the context otherwise requires 

‘“The Minister’’ means the Minister of Health ; 

‘ Licensing authority ’’ means, in relation to any application for the 
grant of a licence, the authority which has power under Section 3 (1) 
of the Milk and Dairies (Amendment) Act, 1922, or this Order to grant 
the licence, and in relation to any licence which has been granted means 
the authority by which the licence was granted ; 

District Council’? means an urban or rural district council and in 
relation to London means a metropolitan borough council and the 
Common Council of the City of London ; 

“Herd ’’ means the milch cows kept on the farm in respect of which 
any licence is applied for or granted, as the case may be, and includes 
any other bovine animal kept in contact with such cows ; 





* Sell ’’ includes offer or expose for sale, and “ sale ’’ shall be construed 
accordingly ; 

‘ Dealer’? means any person who sells milk either by wholesale oy 
retail under any of the special designations referred to in this Order; 

‘* Producer ’’ means a dealer owning or having the control of a her 
from which milk sold under any of the special designations is obtained. 

** Examination’’ of an animal means a clinical examination carried 
out in such manner as the Minister may direct, by a veterinary surgeon 
nominated by the licensing authority with the concurrence of the Minister, 
and ‘** veterinary surgeon’s certificate ’’ means a certificate, in a form 
approved by the Minister, signed by the person who has made gueh 
examination and certifying the result thereof ; 

‘Tuberculin test’’ of an animal means a test made with tuberculin 
in such manner as the Minister may direct, by a veterinary surgeon 
nominated by the Minister, and “ Certificate of a tuberculin test” 
means a certificate, in a form approved by the Minister, signed by the 
person making the test and certifying the result thereof ; 

‘‘ Sample ’’ means a sample taken by a person duly authorised in that 
behalf by the licensing authority. 

(2) The Interpretation Act, 1889 [52 & 53 Vict. c. 63] applies to the 
interpretation of this Order as it applies to the interpretation of an Act of 
Parliament. 

3. The special designations under which milk may be sold or offered 
or exposed for sale in pursuance of this Order are the following, namely — 

Certified,’ ‘“‘Grade A (Tuberculin tested), ‘Grade A,” and 
‘ Pasteurised.”’ 

t. Subject to the provisions of this Order, and without prejudice to the 
power to grant licences conferred on the Minister by Section 3 (1) of the 
Milk and Dairies (Amendment) Act, 1922, every County Council and County 
Borough Councilis hereby authorised to grant licences to producers to sell 
milk as ‘‘ Grade A,” and every District Council is hereby authorised to 
grant licences to any person other than a producerto sell milk as “ Certified,” 
‘Grade A (Tuberculin tested),’’ ‘Grade A,’’ and “ Pasteurised’’: Pro. 
vided that in any case in which the Minister is satisfied that a County 
Council are unwilling or do not propose to exercise in any District the 
power of granting licences hereby conferred on them, the Minister may 
authorise the District Council to grant such licences in place of the County 
Council. 

5.—(1) Every licence granted under this Order shall be in the form 
contained in the First Schedule hereto with such modifications, if any, 
as the circumstances may require. 

(2) Subject as hereinafter provided, every licence shall be valid for 4 
period ending on the 3lst day of December in the year in respect of whichit 
is granted, 

(3) A licence granted by a local authority shall not entitle the holder 
to sell milk under the terms of the licence outside the area of the authority 
except by wholesale. 

(4) Where the holder of a licence desires to sell milk underthe designation 
specified in the licence by retail outside the area of the licensing authority 
from a shop or other premises within that area, the licensing authority 
of the area in which he proposes to sell the milk may grant him a supple- 
mentary licence entitling him to sell milk under that designation in their 
area from such shop or other premises, but in that event nothing in this 
Order shall authorise the licensing authority, either before the grant o 
during the currency of the supplementary licence, to exercise any power 
under this Order outside their area. 

6.—(1) Application for a licence shall be made in writing to the licensing 
authority. 

(2) Before granting a licence to a producer the licensing authority shall 
require him to produce a veterinary surgeon’s certificate showing the results 
of an examination of the herd carried out not more than one month before 
the date of the application, and, in any case in which the conditions of the 
licence, if granted, would include the tuberculin test, a certificate of 4 
tuberculin test of the herd carried out within a period of three months. 

(3) Subject to the provisions of this Order, the licensing authority shall 
require every applicant to satisfy them that his arrangements for the 
production, storage, treatment and distribution of the milk, as the case 
may be, are such as to comply with the conditions upon which the licence 
may be granted. 

7.—(1) Every licence granted under this Order shall be subject to the 
general conditions set out in the Second Schedule to this Order. 

(2) In addition to the general conditions every licence for the sale of 
milk as ‘ Certified,’ ‘‘Grade A (Tuberculin tested),’’ “Grade A,” 8 
“ Pasteurised ’’ shall be subject to the conditions set out in Parts I, I, 
III and IV of the Third Schedule to this Order respectively. 

8. The fees payable for licences shall be those set out in the Fourth 
Schedule to this Order, but where a licence is granted for a period of less 
than a year, the licensing authority may grant the licence upon payment 
of such sum being less than the full fee as they think fit, having regard to 
the period for which the licence will operate. 

9.—(1) A licensing authority may, if they are satisfied that any of the 
conditions upon which the licence is granted are not being complied wit 
suspend or revoke the licence, but the licence shall not be suspended of 
revoked before the licensing authority have served on the holder a notice 
stating the grounds on which it is proposed to suspend or revoke the licentt, 
and the holder shall be afforded @ reasonable opportunity of making 8¥ 
representations to the authority in regard thereto as he thinks fit : 
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Provided that a producer’s licence shall not be suspended or revoked 

reason only of his milk being found not to comply with the conditions 
ofthe licence after it has left his custody and control if he proves that such 
non-compliance was not due to any act or default of himself or of his servants 
or agents. 

(2) Where application for a licence has been made to or alicence has been 

d by any licensing authority other than the Minister, a person 
jeved by a decision of the licensing authority to refuse or to suspend 
orrevoke a licence may within seven days after receiving notice of such 
decision appeal to the Minister, whose decision shall be final, and the 
jeensing authority shall comply with the decision of the Minister. In 
sy appeal any reference in this Order to anything being to the satisfaction 
ofthe licensing authority or subject to their approval shall be treated as if 
thereference were to the satisfaction or approval ofthe Minister. Pending 
the final determination of any appeal from a decision to suspend or revoke 
slicence, the licence shall continue to have effect. 

10, Alicensing authority may delegate to a committee of the authority, 
with or without restrictions or conditions as they think fit, all or any of 
their powers under this Order. 

ll, Two or more licensing authorities may concur in appointing out 
oftheir respective bodies a Joint Committee for carrying out their duties 
under this Order and in conferring with or without restrictions on any such 
committee any powers which the appointing authorities might exercise for 
the purpose, and the provisions of Sections 57 and 58 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894 [56 & 57 Vict. c. 73] in regard to joint committees shall, 
withthe necessary modifications, apply to any joint committee so appointed. 

2. Notwithstanding anything contained in this Order, a licence 
permitting a producer to sell milk produced by him as “ Certified’ shall 
entitle him to sell such milk as “Grade A (Tuberculin tested)’’ or as 
* Grade A.”’ 

13. Where milk has been sold by a dealer who is licensed in Scotland to 
sll milk under any special designation, this Order shall apply to the 
subsequent sale of that milk in England or Wales in the same manner as 
itsuch dealer had sold by virtue of a licence granted under the provisions 
ofthis Order. 


First ScHEDULE. 

This Schedule contains the following Forms :— 

Form A. Producer’s Licence to sell Milk as “‘ Grade A.’’* 

* Note.—Similar forms with appropriate modifications are to be used 
forlicences for the sale of ‘‘ Certified ’’ and “‘ Grade A (Tuberculin tested) ”’ 
milk. 

Form B. Dealer’s Licence to sell Milk as ‘‘ Grade A.’ * 

Fo.m C, Pasteuriser’s Licence to sell Milk as “ Pasteurised.” 

Form D. Supplementary Licence to Sell Milk as ‘‘ Grade A.”’ * 

* Note.—Similar forms with appropriate modifications are to be used for 
licences for the sale of “‘ Certified,’’ “‘Grade A (Tuberculin tested) ’’and 
“Pasteurised ’’ milk. 

[Other Schedules to follow}. 


THE MILK (SPECIAL DESIGNATIONS) AMENDMENT ORDER, 
1922. 

The Minister of Health, in exercise of the powers conferred on him by 
Sections 3 and 6 of the Milk and Dairies (Amendment) Act, 1922, hereby 
orders 2s follows :— 

1, This Order may be cited as the Milk (Special Designations) Amend- 
ment Order, 1922. 

2, The Milk (Special Designations) Order, 1922 [S.R. & O., 1922, No. 
1382] shall be amended and have effect as if, at the end of Part IV of 
the Third Schedule, the following paragraph were inserted, namely :— 

“(6) Until the Ist day of July, 1923, the requirements contained in 

“paragraphs (1)and (2) of these conditions shall be deemed to be satisfied 

“ifthe milk is treated not more than once by a suitable heating process 

“and immediately cooled to a temperature of not more than 55° 

“Fahrenheit.”’ 

A. B. Maclachlan, 


18th Decem ber. Assistant Secretary, Ministry of Health. 





The reason for the above Amendment Order is explained by the following 
tireular which has been issued to Local Authorities : 
Circular 362, 
Ministry of Health, 
Whitehall, 8.W.1. 
19th December, 1922. 
PASTEURISED MILK. 
8ir,—I am directed by the Minister of Health to refer to Circular 356 
of the 12th instant, enclosing a copy of the Milk (Special Designations) 
Order, 1922, and to state that representations have since been made to him 
on behalf of persons who have been in the habit of selling milk as 
urised’’ and who are prepared in the future to treat their milk in 
‘cordance with the conditions specified in Part IV of the Third Schedule 
% the Order, 
it has been stated that in many cases it will be impossible for such persons 
Winstal the necessary apparatus to enable them to obtain a licence to sell 
milk as “ Pasteurised’’ under the Order by the Ist January next, and 
Mat in view of existing contracts and otherwise, the forced interruption 
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effect on their trade. In view of these representations the Minister has 
issued an amending Order, a copy of which is enclosed herewith, relaxing 
for a period of six months so much of the principal Order as limits the use 
of the designation ‘* Pasteurised’’ to milk which has been treated by the 
process specified in paragraph (1) of Part IV of the Third Schedule to 
that Order. 

Licences may therefore be issued for the sale as ‘‘ Pasteurised’’ milk of 
milk which has been treated not more than once by any suitable heating 
process which makes it capable of complying with the prescribed bacterial 
test. In view of the terms of Article 5 (2) of the principal Order such 
licences must be granted so as to operate until the 3ist December, 1923, 
but the provisions of Article 9 of that Order as to suspension and revocation 
will apply on the Ist July if the licensee has not by that time installed 
the plant necessary for compliance with condition (1) of Part IV of the 
Third Schedule to the principal Order. 

The amending Order and this Circular will be placed on sale, and further 
copies may be obtained through any bookseller or directly from His 
Majesty’s Stationery Office at the addresses shown below. 

A. B. MAcLACHLAN, 
Assistant Secretary. 








Societies. 
Gray’s Inn. 


Lord Birkenhead was entertained in Gray's Inn Hall on Monday, 18th inst. 
at a House Dinner given to mark the Society’s sense of the services which 
he has rendered to Gray’s Inn, and of the distinction with which he dis- 
charged the duties of the office of Lord High Chancellor. Lord Birkenhead 
was admitted to the Society in 1894, and became a Master of the Bench in 
1908. He was Treasurer in 1917-18-19. 

The hall was filled for the occasion to its utmost capacity. After dinner, 
the Treasurer (Master Sir Plunket Barton, Bart., K.C.) proposed the toast 
‘“*Master The Right Hon. The Earl of Birkenhead.” Lord Birkenhead 
replied. 

The Masters of the Bench present,in addition to the Treasurer, were :— 
Lord Clyde, Sir Miles Mattinson, K.C., Sir Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. C. A. 
Russell, K.C., Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. T. Terrell, K.C.; Mr. W. T. Barnard, 
K.C., Sir Henry Duke, Mr. Herbert F. Manisty, K.C., Mr. Edward Clayton, 
K.C., Mr. Arthur Gill, Lord Justice Atkin, Sir Montagu Sharpe, K.C., 
Mr. Justice Greer, Judge Ivor Bowen, K.C., Sir Alexander Wood-Renton, 
Mr. W. Clarke Hall, Mr. R. E, Dummett, Sir Hamar Greenwood, K.C., 
Mr. Courthope Wilson, K.C., Mr. Greaves-Lord, K.C., M.P., Mr. G. D. 
Keogh, Mr. Bernard Campion, Sir Harold Smith, M.P., and the Under- 
Treasurer (Mr. D. W. Douthwaite). 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 
ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL, 
The Fifty-fifth Anniversary Festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association was held on Thursday, the 14th inst., at the Law Society’s 
Hall, Sir Norman Hill taking the chair. Among those present were the 
Master of the Rolls, Sir Henry Duke, Sir Donald Maclean, Sir William 
Bull, M.P., Sir Walter Trower, Mr. R. C. Nesbitt, M.P., Mr. J. J. D. Botterell, 
Mr. L. W. North Hickley, Mr. E, R. Cook (Secretary of the Law Society), 
Mr. J. F. Rowlatt (Chairman of the Board of Directors), Mr. A. Copson 
Peake (President, Law Society), Mr. J. H. Inskip (President, Bristol Law 
Society), Mr. A. H. Coley (President, Associated Provincial Law Societies), 
Mr. F. F. Smith (President, Rochester and Chatham Law Society), Mr. 
H. J. Jefferies (President, Southend-on-Sea Law Society), Mr. R. Maclaren 
(President, Gloucestershire and Wilts Law Society), Mr. E. A. Ffooks 
(President, Dorset Law Society), and Mr. H. E. Clegg (President, Leeds 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 
No. 19, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
Capital Stock ... ose = 
Debenture Stock nie £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Office. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 


£400,000 








Mr. J. F. Rowlatt (Chairman of the Board of Directors) proposed the 
health of “‘The Master of the Rolls and the President of the Probate, 
Divorce and Admiralty Division,’’ speaking of the good feeling which 
existed between solicitors and the Master of the Rolls. 

The Master of the Rolls, in responding, said that in his official capacity 
he was, of course, very closely connected with the solicitors. He was 
he had said it before and he was not afraid of repeating it—proud of being 
so occupied with the solicitor branch of the profession, and he had been 
made more proud of it than he otherwise should have been when he had 
to deal with the large number—they had dropped off now—of applications 
for exemption from the preliminary examination from young fellows who 
had been in the war. All professions did their best in the war; but he 
could only say that in dealing with the applications of those young fellows 
who were then desirous of joining the solicitor branch of the profession he 
read stories of what they had done such as he could hardly have believed 
if he had not seen them set down there. Such statements were simply 
put down for business purposes and they recounted a series of hardships 
endured, and of actions bravely and worthily accomplished, and he had read 
them evening after evening. He read them all himself before dealing 
with them finally. He could not but say, in the light of those stories, 
that there was joining the solicitor branch of the profession a number of 
the finest young fellows that could possibly be imagined. He did not 
know whether he had at times been a little too lenient in dispensing with 
the preliminary examination in their cases. He was not sure—but he 
was quite unrepentant, and he was quite sure that anyone present reading 
those petitions would have been at least as lenient as he was. 

Sir Henry Duke also returned thanks. Speaking of the war, which 
disturbed everybody, he said he was put upon the task of deciding the 
claims of compensation without payment, meeting, he must say, with a 
limited success upon which he looked back with surprise. The mode in 
which the body of our countrymen who suffered damage out of the incidences 
of war and took what came th them, when the thing was explained, was one 
of his recollections of the fortitude of Englishmen. He should always 
remember with respect that the people did not hesitate to withdraw their 
claims or submit to the most meagre awards because the safety of the State 
was imperilled. 

The Chairman proposed the toast of the evening—‘ The Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association.’’ He observed that the war caused a long break 
in these annual festivals, and this was the first held since its termination. 
He thought all would agree that they had been wise in getting back to the 
old tradition, for he believed it was well that the supporters of the Associa- 
tion should be brought together, so that they and not merely the board of 
directors might realise what was the work the Association was doing. It 
was necessary that the needs of the Association should be widely advertised. 
How was that to be done ? Was it to be by means of newspaper advertise - 
ments ? He did not think that anyone would wish it effected in that way. 
So, he thought, they were driven back to the annual dinner. The board 
knew that a great many of the earnest supporters of the Association were 
not able to attend the annual meeting, which might be held in any part 
of the country, and the annual report or circulars made, in his opinion, 
very little impression indeed. If the members could be made acquainted 
with the nature of the appeals which came before the board—they were, of 
course, confidential—he felt sure there would be no need for making any 
appeal for assistance on behalf of the Association. The impression produced 
on his mind by these appeals was one of tragedy and suffering, borne in 
almost every case with extraordinary courage. There were, and there 
would always be, cases in which, by reason of an early death or ill-health 
or of sheer bad luck, members of the profession went down without 
having been able to provide for their dependents. He was 
not merely speaking of cases where members of the profession or their 
dependents were merely ‘‘ hard up’’—there were cases which came before 
the board in which they had not sufficient to keep body and soul together. 
It might be said ‘“* Has not the Association carried on year by year? Are 
we not year by year increasing the number of the grants and increasing the 
amount of each grant ? Why is the board, when we are all overwhelmed 
with the burden of taxation, making this special appeal to us?’’ He 
thought the answer would be that, although the war had placed upon 
every body extraordinary burdens, upon no class of the community did these 
burdens bear so heavily as on the widows and daughters of members of 
the profession who had to live on small incomes. The cost of living had 
increased, the cost of clothing, the cost of rent, and other items which were 
a necessity of life. These people had to share in the burden of taxation, 
in helping others with unemployment doles, and so on, but they themselves 
received nothing from any such sources. It was for them suffering and 
nothing but suffering, without any counterbalancing benefit. The board 
had considerably increased the amounts they were granting in order to 








meet these additional burdens, but the grants must be still further increaged 
if the beneficiaries were to be saved from real acute suffering, and that was 
the point he wanted to impress upon those present. Some of those who 
came for assistance were in the receipt of limited incomes upon which they 
just managed to exist in normal times, but the advances in prices of which 
he had spoken and in the cost of education in the case of children wer 
so great that they were altogether unable to make both ends meet. He 
did not believe that any better investment could be made than in providing 
for the education and advancement in life of the orphans of solicitors who 
had fallen in the struggle. It was in the highest degree essential that the 
Association should be provided with funds sufficient to enable these orphans 
to take advantage of the admirable systems of examination which wer 
open to the community. That there was need for work in the direction 
of influencing the members of the profession to join the Association was 
proved by the fact that there were not more than 4,000 members of the 
Association out of the total of 14,500 solicitors upon the roll. No one could 
suppose that there were only 4,000 practising solicitors who were anxious 
to do their utmost to help their less fortunate brethren and their dependents, 
especially when it was only necessary to subscribe one guinea a year in 
order to become a member of the Association. The hardest and most 
piteous cases were to be found among the applications for relief from the 
non-members, and such cases could only be met from the charity of those 
who had prospered to the extent of being able to helpthe Association bythe 
contribution of something over and above their subscriptions, and he 
would earnestly appeal for such assistance. He was happy to announce 
donations amounting to £1,883 13s.; new life subscriptions, £493 10s,; 
new annual subscriptions, £323 9s.; increased subscriptions promised, 
£98 15s. ; and donations from firms, £31 10s.; making a total of £2,830 1's, 

Mr. R. C. Nesbitt, M.P., proposed the health of the Chairman. Speaking 
of what had been said by the Master of the Rolls with regard to applications. 
for exemption from preliminary examination, he reminded the meeting 
that the Ministry of Labour had set up a committee to provide funds for 
the maintenance and education of ex-officers whose careers had been 
interrupted by the war. The sum of £250,000 had been provided by the 
committee, of which committee he (Mr. Nesbitt) was chairman, towards 
the maintenance and education of men who wished to enter the profession. 
The committee worked in conjunction with the Law Society, and about 
1,150 young men had entered the profession solely by the aid of the funds 
thus provided. 








Christmas Boxes and Bribery. 


The Committee of the Bribery and Secret Commissions Prevention League, 
Incorporated, wishes to point out in reply to numerous inquiries that the 
Prevention of Corruption Acts do not render unlawful the open giving of 
Christmas presents to those whose employers are informed—and this is 
essential—that such gifts are made and permit the practice. 

Lord Reading’s opinion on this matter may be recalled :— 

‘** Whenever a man feels any doubt as to whether or not the payment 
he has been in the habit of making—and the doubt must occur to many 
business men who give presents, call them Christmas boxes, presents, or 
commissions—at this season of the year is legitimate, the safest thing 
is to make it perfectly clear what he is doing, by giving notice to the 
employer of the person to whom he is making it.”’ 

The late Sir Edward Fry’s suggestion to those masters who are willing 
to allow their servants to receive Christmas boxes was that ‘‘ They should 
confine their consent to gifts of a fixed and limited amount, and that they 
should consent not generally, but only from year to year.’’ The Com. 
mittee attaches importance to the value of the presents being so limited 
that the giver’s intentions cannot be misunderstood, 

It is well known, of course, that many firms and persons and several 
trade organizations have agreed to discontinue Christmas gifts of any kind 
to those who are only business acquaintances. There must be necessarily 
difference of opinion on the subject, but the Committee of the League hopes 
that the public will discountenance gifts which are corrupt in the spirit, 
if not in the letter, of the law. 








Super-Tax and Personal Allowances. 


Consider- 


The following letter appeared in the Times of the 16th inst. : 
able interest was aroused in the recent super-tax test case in the Appeal 
Court, in which Mr. Kennard Davis sought unsuccessfully to show that 
super-tax cannot legally be charged on income already paid away in income- 
tax, and that the same personal allowances should be made in relation 
to super-tax as in relation to income tax. a 

It is general knowledge that this case was fought on Mr. Kennard Davis’ 
behalf by the Income Taxpayers’ Society, because the expense of com 
ducting a Revenue action is so heavy that it is practically impossible for 
an individual to undertake it. In taking up Mr. Kennard Davis's case 
the society was influenced not only by the advice given it that there wa 
a reasonable chance of success, but by the feeling that the system of levying 
a tax upon a tax is so unjust that it ought to be challenged in every poss! 
way. Public attention has now been drawn to a matter on which it was 
previously little informed, and in view of the definite decision on the | 
aspect by the Lords Justices of Appeal it seems inadvisable to carry 
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ese further in the courts. The society proposes, instead, to turn to Parlia- 
mentary channels, and hopes that it may in that way do something to 
bring about a more equitable way of levying super-tax. For this purpose 
itseeks the aid of all super-tax payers, who can materially assist by adding 
their names to our membership, singe it is obvious that a big organisation 
may succeed where a smaller one mbght fail. 
Income Taxpayers’ Society, 
34, Victoria-street, S.W.1, 
18th December. 


Dectes, Director. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Society Prizes. 


AWARDS FOR 1922. 

Tae Scorr ScHoLARsuip.—Eugene Meyer, having, in the opinion of the 
(Council, shown himself best acquainted with the Theory, Principles, and 
Practice of Law, they have awarded to him the Scholarship founded 
by the late Mr. James Scott, of Lincoln’s Inn Fields. Mr. Meyer served his 
articles of clerkship with Mr. Jonathan Edward Harris, of London; and 
obtained the Clement’s Inn and the John Mackrell Prizes in November, 
1922. 

Tut Bropekie Prize ror Rea Property AND CONVEYANCING. 
—Darrell Musker having, in the opinion of the Council, shown himself 
best acquainted with the Law of Real Property and the Practice of Con- 
veyancing, otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, and attained 
honorary distinction, and being under twenty-seven years of age, they have 
awarded to him the prize, consisting of a gold medal, founded by the late 
Mr. Francis Broderip, of New Square, Lincoln’s Inn. Mr. Musker served 
his articles of clerkship with Mr. Leonard Rawlinsén, of Leamington Spa, 
and Mr. Henry Musker, of the firm of Messrs. Williams & Musker, of 
Broadstairs ; and obtained Second Class Honours in June, 1922. 

Tae CraBon Prize.—Herbert William Wilkes, having, in the opinion 
of the Council, shown himself best acquainted with the Principles and Prac- 
tice of Equity, and otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, they have 
awarded to him the prize founded by the late Mr. John Moxon Clabon, 
of Great George Street, Westminster. Mr. Wilkes served his articles of 
clerkship with Mr. Frederick Henry Gardner Tyndall, of the firm of Messrs. 
Tyndall, Nichols & Hadfield, of Birmingham ; and was placed second in 
First Class Honours in November, 1922. 

LocaL PRIzEs, 

Tae TrmPRoN MartIn Prize ror LiveRPOOoL StUDENTS.—The Examiners 
reported that there was no candidate qualified'to take this prize. 

Tae ATKINSON CONVEYANCING PRIzE FOR LIVERPOOL OR PRESTON 

Srupents.—David Peters Oliver, who served two-thirds of his period of 
service in Liverpool, having shown himself best acquainted with the Law of 
Real Property and the Practice of Conveyancing, obtained at least two- 
thirds of the total marks obtainable in those subjects, otherwise passed 
4 satisfactory examination, being under twenty-eight years of age, and 
attained honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold 
medal founded by the late Mr. John Atkinson, of Liverpool. Mr. Oliver 
served his articles of clerkship with Mr. Aneurin Arthur Rees, of Liverpool ; 
ind obtained Third Class Honours in June, 1922. 
.Tae Rurert Bremner Mepat ror Liverpoot StupEeNnts.—David 
Peters Oliver, who served two-thirds of his period of service in Liverpool, 
having shown himself best acquainted with the Principles of Law and 
Procedure in the matters usually determined or administered in the King’s 
Bench Division of the High Court of Justice and in Bankruptcy, obtained 
atleast two-thirds of the total marks obtainable in those subjects, otherwise 
passed a satisfactory examination, being under twenty-eight years of age, 
and attained honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to him the 
Rupert Bremner Prize, consisting of a gold medal, founded in memory 
ofthe late Mr. Rupert Bremner, of Liverpool. Mr. Oliver served his articles 
of clerkship as before stated. 

Tue BrrmincuaM Law Socrety’s Gotp Mepau.—Herbert William Wilkes 
having, from among the candidates who have passed two-thirds of their 
term of service with a member of the Birmingham Law Society, been 
placed first in order of merit; attained honorary distinction and awarded 
4 prize, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal] of the Birmingham 
law Society. Mr. Wilkes served his articles of clerkship as before stated. 

Tae BrruincuamM Law Socrery’s Bronze Mepau.—George Bernard 

organ having, from among the candidates who have passed two-thirds 
of their term of service with a member of the Birmingham Law Society, 
and who have not taken the Society’s gold medal, attained honorary 
distinction in the second class, the Council have awarded to him the bronze 
medal of the Birmingham Law Society. Mr. Morgan served his articles 
of clerkship with Mr. Arthur Woodhall Heaton, of the firm of Messrs. 
Hargreave & Heaton, of Birmingham ; and obtained Second Class Honours 
in March, 1922, 

Tur Stepuen HeEvis Prize FOR MANCHESTER AND SALFORD STUDENTS. 
~The Examiners reported that there was no candidate qualified to take 

prize. 

Tur Meiers Prize.—Mr. Leslie John Daniel Bunker, LL.B., London, 
having, from among the candidates who have been articled in the Counties 

y and Sussex or who are the sons of solicitors who have resided 
and practised in either of those counties, shown himself best acquainted 





with the Law of Real Property and the Practice of Conveyancing, the 
Council have awarded to him the prize founded by the late Mr. Robert 
Edmund Mellersh, of Godalming. Mr. Bunker served his articles of clerk- 
ship with Mr. Bertie Bunker, of Hove, and was awarded Third Class Honours 
in June, 1922. 
On Report of the Examination Committee, and 
Law Socrety’s Hatt, By Order of the Council, 
CHANCERY LANE, E. R. COOK, 
Lonpon, W.C.2. Secretary. 
15th December, 1922. 








Obituary. 
Mr. J. W. Budd. 


Mr. John Wreford Budd, senior partner of the firm of Messrs. Budd, 
Johnson, Jecks, and Colclough, solicitors, of Austin Friars, E.C., says The 
Times, died at his home, 21, Craven Hill-gardens, on the 18thinst.,aged 84, 
Eldest son of John Wreford Budd, of Plymouth, he was educated privately 
and at Pembroke College, Cambridge, where he was thirteenth wrangler 
and took a second-class in the classical tripos, both in 1861, being immedi- 
ately elected a Fellow of his college. Mr. Budd was admitted a solicitor 
in 1865 and since 1881 had been a member of the Council of the Law 
Society, of which for the year 1895-6 he was president. He served on the 
Legal Education Committee and the Statutory Discipline Committee of 
that body, and was also a member of the Council of Law Reporting. 
Mr. Budd was a member of the Senate of London University and of the 
Court of Bristol University. He also belonged to the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association and to the Law Association for the Benefit of Widows and 
Families of Solicitors in the Metropolis and Vicinity. He was a life 
governor of the London Hospital. 

A correspondent of The T'imes writes :—The death of Mr. Budd deprives 
the solicitors’ profession of one of its oldest as well as its most prominent 
and most deservedly popular and respected members. The eldest son of 
Dr. John Wreford Budd, an eminent Plymouth physician, he received his 
early education at the grammar school there, and later distinguished 
himself at Cambridge, becoming a Fellow and Tutor of his college. After 
leaving Cambridge he practised from 1865 until his death, representing 
with conspicuous ability and marked success many important financial 
and commercial undertakings. For many years he was a member and 
sometime chairman of the Statutory Discipline Committee under the 
Solicitors Acts. He took a deep interest in the welfare of law students 
and of the younger members of his profession. He was not only for them 
an example of all that was best in his profession, but was always ready 
to place at their disposal his sound judgment and ripe experience, and as 
chairman of the Legal Education Committee of the Law Society he rendered 
them yeoman’s service. His powers of work, which remained unimpaired 
to the last, were extraordinary, and, apart from his heavy professional 
work, he devoted a portion of his energy to public service as a member of 
the Senates of the Universities of London and Bristol. Second only to 
his passion for work was his passion for sport. He was a keen rider to 
hounds, mainly with the Pytchley and with the Devon and Somerset Stag 
Hounds, being one of the best known pilots across the intricacies of Exmoor. 
He was also an accomplished fisherman, a good shot, and a billiard player 
of no mean skill. He married in 1866 Lucy Isabella, daughter of the Rev. 
George Skinner, formerly Fellow and Tutor of Jesus College, Cambridge. 
She survives him with three daughters. 








Legal News. . 


Information Required. 

ANGUS.— Will anyone holding a Will made since 9th June, 1910, by 
the late William Angus, of Manor House, Tendring, Essex, and Paul 
Street, Finsbury, and formerly of No. 10, Antrim Grove, Hampstead, 
communicate with Reed & Reed, 1, Guildhall Chambers, Basinghall 
Street, E.C.2, Solicitors. 


Appointment. 

The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury have appointed 
Sir Francis Greer, C.B., K.C., to be Third Parliamentary Counsel, in 
succession to the Hon. Hugh Godley, who has been appointed Counsel to 
the Lord Chairman of Committees in the House of Lords, 


Dissolution. 


WaALTer CLuTron and Leonarp WiLLIAM Moors, Solicitors (Clutton and 
Moore), 16, Bridge-street, Bristol, 3lst day of March, 1922. Such business 
will be carried on in the future by the said Leonard William Moore alone, 
under the same style or firm. (Gazette, 19th December. 








VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 


have @ detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very i uatel 
case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR ‘& sons 


insured, and in 

(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel val 
a (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
to advise those desiring valuations for any — Jewels, plate, furs, furniture 
works of art, bric-h-brac a speciality. [ADVT. 
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“ere ’ 
Winding-up Notices. | 
| 


JOINT STOCK COMPANTES, 
LIMITED IN CHANOBRY. 


CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE | 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 


THE DATE MENTIONED. 
Lonton Gazette r SDAY, Decet 


THR HOME AND COLONIAL SURANCE Co 
Harold E. Barham, College thmbrs 

QUERENBOROUGH CONTRA N Co. Lrp 
Smith, 28, Monument-st., E.« 

PRINCE'S GARAGE J00TLE) Lap, Jan. 31 
26, North John-sv., Liverpool 

Luxp, Witson & Co. Lrp. Jan. 9. V. Ham 
clo said Company 

CHARLES Howson & ¢ I Dee. 31. Richars 
41, North John-st 


Jous KeLts & Co ) , Benjamin T 


9, Old Jewry-chmbrs 2 

FINLAY Brapen & Co. Lrp., forthwith I 
1, Guildhall-chmbrs., E.C.2 

Boyes Ratepa & Co. Lrp. Dec. 19. W. Dentor 

Peastan MILLS Lrp Dec. 31 John G. Br 
Persian Mills Ltd., Persian Mills, Bolvon. 

London Gazette FRIDAY, December 

rHomas W. CHappett & Son Lrp. Jan.31. Er 
55. Croas-st., Manchester 

ANGLIAN Foops Lrp Jan. 16 Albert H 
}. Warwick-court (ira Inn 


Cave & Reap Lrp. Jan. 22. William Nicholsot 


st., Cheapsid 

MALAY & Mrip-East Rossers Lrp Dec 
Williams, 57, Palace-st., Westminster 

P. His & Co, I Ernest A. Prince 
at., Cardiff 

IMPROVED Prastiscopr & Luminux Co. Lt 
Edward L. Peck, 3, [ddesleigh-house, Caxton 


rue LAMBLEY HALL Co. Lrp. D 30. Fredet 


2 Union-rd., Nottingham 


ROPNER SHIPRUILDING & REPAIRING Co, (STOC 


Jan. 3. John won, 26, Jobn-st., Sund 


Resolutions for Winding-up 


Voluntarily. 


London Gazettee ['URSDAY, December 12 
g Co 


Indian Cloth & Yarn Co. Ltd. De Luxe Tourin 
Wireless Appliances Ltd Lund, Wilson & 


C. Swain Ltd Deacon & Co. Lt 


+. Flanagan (Bootle) Ltd 

The Persian Mills Ltd 

The Silver Charaban Lt 

Reno Ltd Globe Foun iry L 
Red Sea Phosphates Ltd Jewellery Mount 
The Stock Realisation Co Manx Cimber & 

Ltd ( 
Bentley & Bentley Ltd Mogul Ste amshir 


British Dolls Ltd The British Saw Sharpening 
l 


Henry Smith (Hove) Ltd Machines Lt 
J. K. Hartley Ltd Blay’s Estates I 


Pablo & Co, Ltd Bradley Manufacturing Co 


4. B. Salmen Ltd Ltd 
West African Traders Ltd Jigs Ltd 
Humphrey & Denman Ltd 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette TUESDAY, Decemlx 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
ADAMS, Pics, Leeds, Wholesale Cabinet M 
Pet. Dec. 8 Ord. Dec. 8 


ANDERSON WEAAns, 7" ANDERSON, ALBERT, Darlaston 


Haulage Contractor Valsall. Pet Dec. 6 
ARCHER, THOMAS treat Yarmouth, Fis 


Great Yarmouth ‘ ec. 8. Ord. Dec. 8. 
BAND, ArgTuur J., Alsager, Ches Motor Car Proprietor 


Macclesfield. Pet. D ¢ r "De c.9 
Bresy, WILLIAM, Hindley, Lancs, Gentleman 
Wigan. Pet. Dec. 8. Ord 


BOSWELL, GORDON, Newport, Mon., Motor Tyre Salesman 


Newport (Mon.) Pet. Nov. 3. Ord. Dec. 6 


Burns, HENRY, Cricklewood. High Court. Pet. Nov. 15 


Ord. Dec. 8 

CHAPMAN, CHARLES, Leverington, Cambs., 
King’s Lynn. Pet. Dec. 9. Ord. Dec. 8 

CHARLES Ernest R., Clerkenwell-rd. High 
Nov. 2. Ord. Dec. 5 

CLovau, Jesse, Rieg, JAMES A., and Crow, Al 
Lancs., Motor Car Proprietors Bolton 
Ord, Dec. 8 

Cook, HENRY, Marg ate, soarding-house Ke 
Court. Pet. Dec. 7 Ord. Dec. 7 

DAVigs, CATHERINE, and Davies, EpwWIN 8., I 
Butchers. Newtown. Pet. Dec. 4. Ord. De 

Davies, Joun O., Cardiff, Contractor. ‘ 
Dec. 6. Ord. Dec. 6 


nond Wood 


1 T. Golding 


adburn 


KTO 
rla 


Co 


1 


td 
ing Co. Ltd 
Shipbuilding 


» Co. Ltd 


td 


ri2 
iker. Leeds 


Ord. D 6 
h Merchant 


‘’s Outfitter 





Smallholder 
Court Pet 


FRED, Bury, 
Pet. Dec. 8 


eper. High 





juilth Wells, 


c.4 
araiff. Pet 


DiwLock, Joun H., Knaresborough, Licensed Victualler 


Harrogate. Pet. Dec. 6. Ord. Dec. 6 

Downes, WILLIAM W., Bradford, Grocer. Bra 
Dec. 8. Ord. Dec. 8 

EDGERLEY, C. 8., Staines. Kingston (Surrey) 
Ord. Dec. 7 

GATECLIFY, JAMES, Birchinton. Canterbury. I 
Ord. Dec. 9 


Geary, WILLIAM, Wollescote, Worcester, Coal Merchant 


Stourbridge. Pet. Dec. 1 Ord. Dee. 1 
GREEN, JAMES, Countesthorpe , Leicester, Farmer 
Pet. Dec.8. Ord. Dec. 5 


dford Pet 
Pet. Oct. 17. 


et. Se pt 30 


Leicester, 





GREEN, NEWMAN, Ch 


Exeter. Pet. Dec. 6. 


ristow, Devon, Licensed Victualler 
Ord. Dec. 6. 


GRIFFIN, DoveLas H., Blackpool, Electrical Engineer 


Blackpool. Pet. Dec 


8. Ord. Dec. 8. 


GRirFiTus, GWILYN, Dinas, Glam., Innkeeper. Pontypridd. 


Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. De 
HALL, CHARLES D., M 
Pet. Nov. 23. Ord 


+4 
anche pste r, Fishmonger. Manchester 
Dec. 7 


HARTSHORNE, SAMUEL, Cole Ort mM, Leicester, Collier 


icester. Pet. Dec 
ARTHI R, Chest 


HARDEE ,Douaias W 
Pet. Dec.7. Ord. D 


7. Ord. Dec.7 
er. Chester. Pet. Nov. 27. Ord 


» Bic kley, Kent, Merchant. Croydon 


HYLANDS, George, Northampton, Wholesale Stationer 


Northampton Pot 
JENKINS, C., & Co. , Que 
High Court. Pet. N 


Dec. 8 Ord. Dec. 8. 
en Victoria-st., Consulting Engineers* 
ov. 9 Ord. Dec. 6 


Jones, Davip R., Worthen, Salop, Grocer. Newtown 


Pet. Dec. 8. Ord > 
LAYLAND, ERNEST, 
I 7. Ord. D 


t. Dec. 8 


cc. 8 
Leigh, Lanes., Grocer. Bolton. Pet 


Ord. Dec 


LioxD, SIDNEY, Aberford, Agricultural Engineer. Harro- 
P ; 


8 
MIL gs, ARTHUR E., Stamford Hill, Housebreaker’s Manager. 


High Court. Pet. Oct. 16. Ord. Dec. 6 


Mosson, Etsire W., P 


Pet. Dec. 7. Ord. Dec. 


reston, Ladies’ Outfitter. Preston 


J 
NEWTON, ASPLAN W., Swaffham Prior, Farmer. Cambridge. 


Pet. Nov. 22. Ord 
OGDEN, CHARLES, Hey 
Dec. 6. 
PAPWORTH, ROBERT, R 
Pet. De 8. Ord. I 
Prize, F. J., Beak-st. 
Dec. 7 
PORTCH, ALFRED H., 
Ord. Dec. 9 
ROBINSON, JAMES H., 


Dec. 9 
wood. Bolton. Pet. Nov. 9. Ord. 


otherham, General Dealer. Sheffield. 
lec. 8 
High Court. Pet. Oct. 19. Ord 


Worthing. Brighton. Pet. Dec. 9. 


Darlington, Fish Caterer. Stockton- 


on-Tees Pet 8. Ord. Dec.8 


tOWLES THOMA 
4. Ord. I 
ARTHUR J 
4 Ord 
RUSHTON, WILLIAM Ke 
Bradford Pet. Dec 
SCHWEGLER, ERNEST 
High Court. Pet. N 


Great Milton, Oxford. High Court. 
lec. 7 
L., Longton, Boot Dealer. Hanley 
Dec. 8 
ttlewell, Yorks, Licensed Victualler, 
8. Ord. Dec. 8 
Ww Southampton-row, Importer 
ov 28. Ord. Dec. 8. 


SHAKESHAPT, S. A., Will sden Boot Deaier. High Court 


Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. I 


vec 


SHORT, GEORGE, Sheffield, Wheelwright. Sheffield. Pet 


Dec. 8 Ord. Dee 
Srumons, W. G. F 
Pet. Nov. 7. Ord. I 
SMITH, ARCHIBALD, 
Oct. 11 Ord. Dec 
SmirH, GEORGE F., Bs 
Pet. Dec. 6. Ord. I 
PHOMAS, SUSANNAH, ¢ 


Esher , Surrey. Kingston (Surrey) 
ec, 7 
Nelson, Electrician. Burnley. Pet 
arry Island, Glam., Grocer. Cardiff 
dec. 6 


errigceinwen, Farmer. Bangor. Pet 


Dec. 8 Ord. Dec. 8 


WaTSON CLUTTEN H., 


Yarmouth. Pet. De 


Bungay, General Smith. Great 


c.7. Ord. Dec. 7. 


WHEWELL, SHEPHERD, Accrington, Wholesale Potato 


Merchant. Blackbu 
WILson, NORMAN, Wit 
Pet. Dec. 7. Ord. I 


rn. Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. Dec. 8. 
hernsea, Joiner Kingston-upon-Hull. 
ec. 7 


Woop, Jounx, Pudsey, Yorks., Milk Dealer. Bradford 


Pet. Dec. 7 Ord. I 
WoOoDLIFFE, HENRY, 


Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. De 


ec. 4 
Thixendale, Yorks, Farmer. York 
Jec. 5 


WYNNE. RONALD, Mortimer-st., Silk and Ww oollen Merchant. 


High Court. Pet 
ZANG, MYER, Canal-r 


Pet. Dec. 7 Ord. Dee 


Nov. 8. Ord. Dec. 7 


d., N. 1, Engraver. High Court. 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
142: 


London Gi 

COLLINS, HENRY, Bi 
Pet. Oct. 2. Ord. ¢ 
London G 


BALL, EWART, Westbu 

Pet. Nov 24 Ord. I 

BICKNELL, RICHARD, Y 
ll 


Joseru, Junr., 


Dec. 12. 
M. H., Clact 


Pet. Nov 


3OND, SUSANNAH and 
Salford. Pet. Dec. 1 

BOVER, ALFRED W., Br 
Ord. Dee. 11. 


CARRICK, JOSEPH P., 
2. Ord. Dec. 12. 


Carlisle. Pet. Dec. 1 


azette of Oct. 24, 
rmingham Engine xeF. Birmingham, 
ict. 19. 


azette, FRIDAY, Dec. 15. 


ry-on-Trym, Bristol, Miller. Bristol. 
Jec. 11. 
“eovil. Yeovil. Pet. Nov. 16. Ord. 


Lincoln Lincoln. Pet. Nov. 6 


on-on-Sea, Wholesale Confectioner. 
22. Ord. Dec. 6 

BonD, JANE ANN, Eccles, Drapers. 
1. Ord. Dec. 11 

istol, Hosier. Bristol. Pet. Dec. 11. 


Caldbeck, Cumberland, Painter 


Cote, Wrtu1aM J., Pewsham, near Calne, Farmer. Bath. 


Pet. Dec. 12. Ord. J 
DARBY, JosEPH, H., Sal 
Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 1 
DAVIES, JAMES, New 
[redegar. Pet. Dec 
DAVY, OWEN E. M., Ma 

Ord. Dec. 11 
DONNELLY, DavID, Dar 


lec. 12 
ford, Motor Car Dealer, Salford. Pet. 


3 


Tredegar, Mon., General Dealer. 
11. Ord. Dec. 11. 
nchester. Manchester. Pet. Nov. 16. 


lington, Machinist. Stockton-on-Tees, 


Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 13 





S. HEANES 





3, PENTON PLACE, 
King’s X (Met. Riy.) W.C.1. 











ELLIs, WALTER H., Blackpool. Blackpool. Pet. Noy. 1% 
Ord. Dec. 18. 

Frevper, A. P., Cavendish-square, Architect. High Coup, 
Pet. Nov. 22. Ord. Dec. 13. 

FITTALL, WiLLIAM, Wingham, Kent, Market Gardener, 
Canterbury. Pet. Dec.11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

FRANCHI, Luar, Penrhiwceibr, Glam., ¢ ‘onfectioner, Aber- 
dare, Pet. Dec. 12. Ord. Dec. 12. 

FEAR, ALFRED, Licensed Victualler. Southampton. Soptp. 
ampton. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

GILL, FRANK, Granville-place. High Court. Pet. Noy, a9 
Ord. Dec. 13. 
GOLDSTONE, EDWARD E., Forest Gate, Manufacturing 
Confectioner. High Court. Pet. Dec.12. Ord. Dec. 12, 
HACKNEY, CHARLES, Ingatestone, Essex. Chelmsford, 
Pet. Nov. 18. Ord. Dec. 11 

HARESIGN, WILLIAM S., Manchester, Merchant. Manchester, 
Pet. Nov. 14. Ord. Dec. 11. 

Haywoop, WILLIAM, Bromyard, Farmer. Worcester Pet, 
Nov. 25. Ord. Dec. 12 

HILTON, GEORGE, Prestwich, near Manchester, Baker, 
Salford. Pet. Dec. 12. Ord. Dec. 12. 

Hirson, StecMuUND, Oxford. Oxford. Pet. Aug. 12. Opa, 
Oct. 14. 

HopeGes, WiLt1AM J., Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet. Dee, 19, 
Ord. Dec. 12. 

HOLDEN, RICHARD, Normanton, Watchmaker. Wakefield, 
Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

Hope, GEORGE, Croydon. Croydon. Pet. Nov. 10. Ond, 
Dec. 12. 

Hyams, Isaac, Peckham-rd., S.E.5. High Court. Pet, 
Nov. 22. Ord. Dec. 13. 

Jos, Patrick L., Gloucester-rd., : oe Park. High 
Court. Pet. Nov. 15. Ord. Dec. 

Kry, THOMAS P., South — Lincoln, Farmer. Boston, 
Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 

KNIGHT, J., Romford-rd., Forest Gate, Licensed Victualler, 
High Court. Pet. Nov. 28. Ord. Dec. 13 

LEAH, MarTIN 8., Dover, Grocer. Cante rbury. Pet, 
Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

LEVINSTEIN, Louris, Leeds, Clothier’s Clerk. Leeds. Pet, 
Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 13. 

LOWE, PktTerR, Wigan, Beerhouse-keeper. Wigan, Pet, 
Nov. 30. Ord. Dec. 12. 

MARQUIS, THOMAS, Kirkham, Lancs, Farmer. Prestep, 
Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11 

MILLARD, LEONARD J., Lower-marsh, Lambeth, Wholesale 
Confectioner. High Court. Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 13, 

MILLER, FRANK, West Croydon, House Agent. Croydon, 
Pet. July 17. Ord. Dec. 12. 
MooRE, FREDERICK G., Copthall-av., Director of a Limited 
Company. High Court. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Dec. 13, 
MORRIS, JOHN, Birmingham, Engineer. Birmingham. Pet, 
Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 1% 

Morris, Louis, and MORRIS, SAMUEL, Manchester, Tailors, 
Ashton-under-Lyne. Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Dee. 13. 

NICHOLSON, AMy E. S., Burnley, Fancy Draper. Burnley.’ 
Pet. Dec. 12. Ord. Dec. 12. 

Norti, SIDNEY T., Wellington, Somerset, Furniture Dealer, 
Taunton. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

O’Nyon, THomas C. arsham, Suffolk. Great Yarmouth, 
Pet. Nov. 29. Ord. Dec. 12 

PARKER, SAMUEL, West Bromwich,Grocer. West Bromwich 
Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 13 

POWELL, ALFRED, New Tredegar, Mon., Grocer. Tredegar, 
Pet. Dec. 6. Ord. Dec. € 

PowERs, JAMES W., Le Sones r. Hotel Proprietor. Leicester, 
Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 

READ, GeoRGE C., fag Pan Scrub Manufactarer, 
Preston. Pet. Dec. 12. Ord. Dec. 12. 

RiaBy, Ernest, Asbton-in-Makerfield. Wigan. Pet 
Dec.12. Ord. Dec. 12, 

RINGS, FREDERICK, Victoria-st. Engineer. Croydon. Pet. 
Aug. 14. Ord. Dec. 1 

ROBINSON, GEORGE, Strood, Kent, Solicitor. Rochester, 
Pet. Oct. 24. Ord. Dec. 11. 

ROLFE, ERNEST J., Walthamstow, Furniture Dealer. High 
Court. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

SLAVID, Harry, Upper Clapton-rd., Cloth and Gener 
Merchant. High Court. Pet. Dec. 5. Ord. Dec. 9. 

STRICKLAND, HENRY W., Worcester, Coal Merchant, 
Worcester. Pet. Dec. 2. Ord. Dec. 12. 

TAYLOR, JOSEPH, Great Grimsby, Fisherman. Great Grimsby. 
Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 13. 

THOMPSON, JOHN, Brighouse, Auctioneer. Halifax. Pet 
Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 13 

TooLey, Georck A., Kingston-upon-Hull, Watchmakeh 
Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

WALES BROTHERS, Sheffield, Haulage Contractors. Sheffield. 
Pet. Nov. 21. Ord. Dec. 12. 

WALKER, ARTHUR, Driffield, Tailor. Kingston-upon-Halk 
Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 11. 

WALL, GrorGe J. J., Boscombe, Patent Arch Foot Mant 
facturer. Poole. Pet. Nov. 30. Ord. Dec. 13. 

WALLER, WILLIAM H., Sale, Manchester, ene Director. 
Manchester. Pet. March 13. Ord. Mey 26 

Warts, ALFRED J., Cwmywiwer Farm, nr. Caerleon, Moa., 
Farmer. Newport (Mon.). Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dec. 1. , 

WERNHAM, Henry C. V., Shoreham-by-Sea, Manufacturet® 
Agent. Brighton. Pet. Dec. 13. Ord. Dec. 13. 

WILDE, FREDERICK, Liverpool, oe Engineer. Liver 
pool. Pet. Dec. 8. Ord. Dec 

WINEBERG, Louis, he ate upon-Hull, Boot Dealets 
Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Dec. 11. Ord. Dee. 11. 


ARDMAY HOTEL 


Wosvrn Piace, W.C.1. 
Bedroom with Breakfast, Bath and Attendance, from 
6/6 perday. Terms en pension 10/6 perday. No extras. 
let rooms with Gas fires, for students, including all 


Qui 
meals, om Sone per ‘week. pubile rooms. 
nt hot water. Night 


Telephones: 979, 681 MUSEUM 
Telegraphic Address : “VYAMDRA, WEST CENT.” 











acturing 
metal 
chester, 
r Pet. 
Baker. 
Ord, 
Dee. 12, 
ikefleld, 
Ord, 
t. Pet, 
High 
Boston. 
*tualler. 
Pet 
8. Pet 
Pet, 
Testen, 


rolesale 


Limited 
. 13. 
Pet, 


Tailors, 


rnle y. 


Dealer 
mouth, 
mwich, 
edegar. 
icester. 
ctarer. 
Pet, 
Pet. 
hester. 
High 
ieneras 
chant, 
imsby. 
Pet. 
maker. 
ie field. 
n-Hull- 


Manu- 





